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FOREWORD 


The present text is entitled the Caturmgadipik^i. The 
Sanskrit word 'caturanga’ literally means ‘haying four members’, 
‘quardripartite’ and then came to mean ‘a complete army consisting 
of elephants, chariots, cavalry and infantry’ [ cf. tfJiii 

wnwgpntr-ilTOrtrft/fosflt, e. g., ^3^# ifft ^ grot — Bama- 
yancm ] ; and finally ‘four-handed dice-chess’, as it 

is called, to distinguish it from the English word ‘chess’ meaning 
‘a game for two players with thirty-two pieces or chess-men 
on chess-board chequered with sixty-four squares’. Apart from 
differences, however, there is a philological affinity between the 
two words. The four-handed dice-chess is rightly called ‘Caturahga’ 
as it represent^ a game which is to be played by four persons, two 
on ea(‘h side, symbolizing a war carried on between two kings 
with their two allies, having all the four members of their army : 
elephants, chariots, cavahy and infantry. Thus, ‘Caturahgadipika’ 
means a work which introduces Caturahga, that is to say, a book 
which lays down principles of the game of Caturahga or the four- 
handed dice-chess. Hence, the title of the book is very significant. 

It may sound strange to many that this game is said to be a 
religious observance by a great scholar like Smarta BhattaeSrya 
Raghunandana, who quotes couplets from the Gatnrangadl^ika, 
compiled by his great predecessor l^ulapani. Raghunandana, 
under the ‘Kojagara-krtya’ gives a description of Caturahga in 
connection with the injunction [ ] that those willing to 

attain fortune should remain sleepless by playing at dice, 
at the night of full moon in the lunar month of Xt^vina, 
when the Goddess of Fortune is worshipped [ cf. vHNwqigi 

I n w#: i 

ftw II — Lihgapurai ^ ; 'IhfT 

PtRf I tTOT «Bt ii — K^tyakaimudl ]. 

This game to be played at this night of X^vina seems to have some 



connexion with the mythological story that Nikumhha the son of 
Kumbhakarna came home exactly at such a night with his army 
after fighting a great battle [ cf. m gs irtw i q: i 

winft ftspn fw 3 * iv—BrahmapurWM> ]. Vide, in this 

connection, Baghunandana’s Tithitattva. 

The Gaturahgadij)ika is a text on Indian Dice*Chess by 
Mahamahopadhyaya BulapS^i, who has to his credit, many other 
works on smrti literature, such as ^r&ddhaviveka, Prayascitta- 
viveka etc. These Vivekas are held in great esteem. Smarta 
BhattacSrya Raghunandana has cited authorities from them, 
dulapani was undoubtedly a Bengali scholar ; he has very often 
refuted, with the remark maithilamatam heyam, the views of 
Vacaspati Mi^ra the younger, (15th century A. G.), the author of 
Dvaiianirwiya and other sm^ digests, popularly known as Cintor 
matiis, such as jSi'aMihacinta^nani^ i^’Jiddhicintamani etc. 


The present text has been edited and translated for the firnt 
time. It is hoped that the understanding of the work will be 
ftcilitated by this translation with notes. The editor could not 
do more than what he did, for want of adequate manuscript 
materials. Nevertheless, he has done his work well and the 
learned Introduction which he has added, will, it is hoped, 
be considered useful. An index of important words has also been 
appended at the end. 

We have the pleasure to express our thanks to the authorities 
of the Visvabharati, for lending the manuscript to the editor. 


We shall be failing in our duty if we do not express our 
heartiest thanks to Prof. Amareswar Thakur, M. A., Ph. D., 
Vedantasastri of the Calcutta University and formerly General 
Editor of the Series, who accepted this work for publication. 


Finally, we may hope that the readers will excuse us for any 
imperfection they may notice, espedally misprints that have crept in. 


Calcutta, 
November, 1936 


I Narendrachandra Bhattachaiya 
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PREFACE 


The game of chess and the didactic fable have been the 
two most interesting gifts that Hindus gave to world culture. 
Considering tlieir popularity and wide curren <7 among people of 
different countries they can wdl vie with other gifts of India, 
such as the decimal notation and the so-called Arabic numerals. 
This gives a peculiar importance to the history of chess and its 
forerunner Caturahgii, which seems to have been current nearly 
2500 years befoie oui time. Though in the beginning there was 
some uncertainty about the place of origin of chess, scholar's are 
at present agi-eed about India being its home. Besides this they 
are also agreed about the fact that the game was invented at a 
time not later tluin 600 A. C. To can'y the history of chess 
appreciably earlier than this was, however, not considered 
possible in the absence of suitable data- Occasional attempts, 
such as was made by Captain Cox and 1). Forbes, were, however, 
not much appreciated. The discovery of the Caturahgadipika, a 
Skt. text of the 15th centui'y, has, however, given us an opportunity 
of tracing the origin of chess in an older game called Caturahga, 
which seems to be of vast antiquity. 

This Caturahga unlike chess was played by four persons 
with four sets of games-men, consisting of a king, an elephant, 
a horse, a boat ( >= chariot) and four pawns, and movements 
of these pieces were regulated by the threw of two cubic dice. From 
available references in literary works (Skt. Pali .and Pkt.) it appears 
that the heal'd on which the game was played was called the 
a^^iKhi (a boiird with 8x8 squai'cs). Following this clue we 
may trace the existence of this giime up to 600 B. C. But it must 
be admitted that evidences on which we had to depend are not 
always equally compelling. This, however, is only to be expected 
from their fragmentary nature. But in spite of this drawback 
it may be expected that one having a close acquaintance with the 
growth and evolution of Indian culture through ages will not 
consider the suggested antiquity of Caturahga to be impossible. 
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Though no one will nowadays seriously consider the view of the 
early school of orientalists who thought that the East was absolutely 
changeless, it will not be wrong to say that certain elements of 
Indian culture have lived much longer than others. A very patent 
example of this will be the Vedic aspects of our marriage 
rites. The veiy same mantras and ceremonials that were used in 
uniting a bride and bridegroom of the late Vedic times are present 
in the orthodox Hindu marriage even after a lapse of nearly over 
2500 years. This being the case it may probably be accepted 
tentatively that the game of Caturahga had already existed one 
thousand years prior to the time when chess developed from this 
about 500 A. C. Due to what reasons this development occurred, 
lias been discussed in the Introduction to this volume, 'i'liis new 
way of looking to the history of chess has been made possible 
only after the discovery of the Caturahgadipika, a Skt. work 
eompUed by Sulapani (1500 A. C.) of Bengal. This unique work 
in Ms. is in the possession of the Yisvabharati, Santiniketan. We 
offer om* most grateful tluuiks to the authorities of this Institution 
for allowing us to utilize the same for the prosent edition. 


In the prepai'ation of this volume 1 have rei'eived help from 
various writers who have been mentioned in proper places. But 
among them all, to Mr. H. J. II. Murray, whose magnificent 
‘Histoiy of Chess’ (Oxford, 1913) has given me the most valuable 
help, I should record here my most sincere thanks. To Mr. 
Sacchidauanda Bhattacharya the promoter of the Calcutta 
Skt. Series also my thanks arc due. His veiy generous 
expenditure of mon^ for the advancement of Sanskridc studies 
has made the present work see Uie light of day. Last but not 
the least it is my pleasant duty to mention here with thanks the 
kind co-operation of Mr. Narendra Chandra Bhattacharya the 
learned General Editor of this Series, in publishing this volume. He 
has not only read one proof of the entire work but has also given 
suggestions some of which led to its improvement 


University of Calcutta, 
October, 1936 


1 


Maitomohan Qhosu 
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DIAGRAMS 


Notest K=.King, E-Elephant, H-Hotse, B - Boat, P- Pawn and 
M-Mantrin (Queen). Ked, Black, Green and Yellow indicate colours of 
diffeient sets of chessmen. 
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Diagram i 

The game-board for 
Caturauga. 





[ J ] 

From the marked j) 03 ition any piece can move to any of the squares 
where an arrow-head stops. Such a movement is possible from any other 
position as well, if a square is available. 



Diagram 3 Diagram 4 Diagram $ 

The movement The movement of E. The movement of E. in 

of E. in CD. in Al-Beruni. Rudrata’s Kavyalankara 

and CT. 



Diagram 6 Diagram 7 

The movement of E. in Chess. The movement of Mantnn 

(Queen) in Chess. 
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Diagram 9 

The movement of 
Boat in Caturaiiga. 













<— 

■-1-- 

-► 





A 

1 


1 

• 

1 


1 




• 

f-' 

1 


(b 

— 

1 

1 

■ 




1 


1 

• 

1 

1 


1 

if 





<- 

i 

,m^m m, 





















Diagram 8 

The movement of Horse in 
Caturanga and Chess. 
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Diagram 11 

The movement of Pawn 
in Caturanga and Chess. 
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Diagram 10 

The movement of Boat in 
(Bengali) Chess. 
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Diagram 12 

The movement of King in 
Caturanga and Chess. 
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Diagram 13 

A stage in the evolution of Caturanga. 
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Diagram 14 

Rathapadap^ha (chariot-movement) in Rudrata’s Kavyala&kara (v, 14). 
Syllables of the following couplet have given rise to the above : — 





























CORRECTIONS 


P vi last line read been far beed. 

P xix line 6 read religious ordinances 
line 12 „ „ „ 

P ^ line 2 (from the bottom) read 5. ms. 

P < line 9 read ^ 

P < line 10 read[ja mSMir ^ ] for »» intftfii 
P line 5 read iitf^ for 

P ts line 7 (from the bottom), read WwWn. 

P tv. lines 8-9 ofKtV the couplet No. ««, and change after this, Nos. 

«» *** and «t to and respectively. 

P av line 1 1 read tfii 1 

P vs line 4 (from the bottom) read Vfii 
P 6 line 18 read And for But. 

line 8 (from the bottom) read 1 2 before The value. 

P 12 line 3 read capture, then capture for capture, in a square 
capture. 

line 4 (from the bottom) read capture for kill. 

P 19 line I (at the bottom) read released for captured. 

line 3 (from the bottom) rwd obstructed for captured. 



ABBREVIATIONS 


A. C. - 

B. C. = 
C. - 

CD. - 
CT. = 
Hv. - 
Mbh. » 

Murray » 

S. - 


After Christ. 

Before Christ. 

Caturanga or the Four-handed Dice Chess. 
The Caturaiiga-dTpika. 

The Caturanga-tarangim. 

Harivami^. 

Maluibhirata. 

History of Chess by H. J. R. Murray. 

The article on CaturaUga in the >Sabda-kalpa- 
druma. 
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INTRODUCTION 

I 

The Present Edition 

1. A complete or partuil disappearance of a work for ever 
or for some time is no rare phcnonicnon in the history of Sanskrit 
literature. Hence, it is no wonder tliat a number of books, which 
was once written on the game of a t u r a h g a or tlic four- 
lianded dice-chess is till now scaiwly known to students of 
India’s past. But it would lie inaccurate to assume that no 
writing on the subject w'as withm their knowledge ; for as early 
as 1790 S i r W i 1 1 i a m J o n e s in his article ‘On the Indian 
Giime of Chess’ (Asiatic Rcsejirche.'', vol. ii. London, 1790., pp. 
159-1 05) quoted in translation a passage consisting of nearly tliirty- 
five couplets from a Sanskrit work named tlie T i t h i t a 1 1 v a* 
by R a g h u n a n d a n a. The original of the passage quoted 
by Sir William was printed later on in the eiUth pnneepst of 
the Tithitattva published in Scrampore (1834). And this passage 
wa« also included in the well known Sanskrit encyclopaedia named 
the S a b d a k a 1 p a d r u m a (1821) under the word 'Catu- 
rangn.’ A. Weber made a German translation of this in his 
article ‘Eimge Duten iiber das Seiiachspiel nach indischen Quellcn* 
in 1872. 

2. Thesi> edition" and translations of the Catoranga (0.) 
passage did a very useful service in dii'CC'ting the attention of the 
investigators of the history of chess to the early Indian literary 
works for scrutinizing all available references in tliem of games 
which appeared to be similar to or cognate with C. As a result of 
this, the thcoiy was advanced that the di^i'cnt kinds of game of 
two-handed chess played all over the modem world owed thdr 
origin to the ancient Indian four-handed dice-chess (Capt. Cox, X)n 

I. Munay wrongly consi(len> the Tilhyiidilatlva or Tiihitaltva to 
be ‘‘written in the Bengali dialect of Sanskrit” (see pp. 48-49). 



the Burmha Ghune of Ghessi compared with the Indian, Chinese 
and Persian Game of the same denomination’, Asmtic Besearches, 
vol, vii, 1803, pp. 486-511 ; D. Forbes, *Some Observations 
on the Origin of Chess’, London, 1860). But H. J. li. M u r r a y 
the latest English historian of chess rejects this theory (p- 60). 
Tlioagh his iirguments against accepting what he calls the 
Cox-Forbes theory are not very sound, it must be 
admitted that the theory, even if it was a very plausible one, was 
based on rather inadcqiute materials. About the date and source 
of the passage on whidi such an important theory was biiscd, scholars 
had then no clear and predse knowledge. And the passage frag* 
mentary in its nature was consideiably insuflicient to give any 
workable idcji of tlie game of Catimingsi. The discovery of the 
Caturahgadipika, it is hoped, will remove sueh a difficulty. 
A more or less correct idea about the origin of the 
modern game of chess may now be possible- 

3. This unique work came to light in 1 024 from a village 
near Santiniketan, Bengal :md was procured for the 
library of the Visvabharati. An examination of this 
clearly written ms. (in Bengali script and no- 970) which was 
prepared in J^aka 1701 I’evcaled tliat tlic Cuturanga passage men- 
tioned above occurred towaixls its beginning. Hence the view 
which Weber for want of proper materials was obliged to take about 
the passage, vis., it was an integral pait of Raghunandana’s own 
work, proved to be wrong*. For in tlie colophon of the Caturanga- 
dipika (CD.) it has been ascribed to H u 1 a p a n i, a Bengali 
writer on Smrti of tlie 1.5th centuiy. Thus, llaghunandana could 
very oasily be relieved of the suppo.sed authorship of the Caturahga 
pcissagc discussed by Sir William Jones and others. 

4. At the time of discovery of the Catuninga ms., the present 
writer was in the Visvabharati, and coming to know of its im- 
portance he thought of studying this valuable work and of preparing, 
if materials proved to be sufficient, a critical edition of the same. 

I. See the Sni^titattva, pi. i, ed. JIviinanda Vidyii&lgara, Calcutta, 
i 8()5, pp. 137-138. 
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But vnriouR circums(aua.‘8 clicckccl tlio progress of lliis work. 
Though undertaken as early its 1925 it did not iulviince mudi 
till 1933. 

At first it appeiircd that the CD. wtis the only extant 
work on the four-hiinded dice-chess. But on further investigation 
it was found that in the Mss. libi'ary of the Nepal Government 
tliere was a work named the Caturahgatarahgini 
which dealt with the same subject. But it was, however, not 
before 1932 that an attempt to obtain a copy of the same was 
successful. (I take tliis opportunity of offering cordLol thanks to 
my Dutch friend Dr. Arnold A. Bake Ph. D., who kindly 
procured this copy during his sfciy in Nepal). This copy added 
to the .already existing mistsikes of this work presoiTed in a very 
poor ms. in Maitliili staipt (sci* p 1). But even this imperfect ms. 
was of considerable help in explaining some difficult passages of tlie 
CD., and in clarifying certiiin asjiects of tlie g.ame of C. But this help 
had to be tiken very cautiously, for it was discovei-ed from the CD., 
tliat at the time of its comix)sition there wore at least two different 
schools of the game: of Mithilii and of Bengal. Now the Caturanga- 
tarahgini ((71') being written in Maitliili script w<as pre.suiucd to be 
belonging to the Mithila school and on an examination of the work 
it was found that the game, described in it, though fundamentally 
similar to that in CD., varied in minor points- Hence, die editor 
had to proceed with the comparison of die two works very 
cautiously. The inherent difficulty of this text dealing with a game, 
which has long been obsolete, has further been a factor causing 
delay in its study. 

Even after a rather unusu.ol dehiy the task may be said 
to have been brought to completion. But in spite of die editor’s 
best efforts, it cannot be s<aid that the meaning of the text has been 
made dear in all points. Deplorable though this insuffiden(y 
of knowledge is, it may be hoped tluit the infonnation that 
could be gleaned from the text will give us a good general view of 
the game of Caturanga, which can be utilized for tradng the history 
of die origin and development of the game. 
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The Game of Caturanga 


5. It has been said above that from the text only a very 
general idea of the game can be had. Hence, the description of the 
game attempted below will set forth only its essential features. 

i. The Caturanga is to ))C played in a squam game-board 
divided into sixty-four squares (sec* the Diagram 1). Tlie game 
whidi is to be played by four persons, two on each side, symbolizes 
a war carried on between two kings {rijvjiitii and his art) with their 
two allies {mitra and nrumitni) who constitute a sort of very 
primitive type of imr^ala (sphere of diplomacy). 

ii. Each of the four persons who ai'c to play this game will 
have at their disposal the following pieces : a king, an elephant, 
a horse, a boat and four pawns ( ). The four groups of chess- 
men (hedas) will be of the following colours : red, green, yellow 
and black. The owner of the red pieces will occupy the eastern 
side of the game-board, and other groups am to occupy respectively 
southern, western and northern sidcs(8-9)*. 

iii. The pieces at the disposal of each player will be placed 
at the beginning of the game in the following manner : boat at the 
comer, next the hor.se and after it the elephant with the king by 
its side. The four pawns are to be placed in squares in front of 
these pieces (see the Diagram 1). 

iv. At the game, players arc to cast, one after another, 
two cubic dice, each of which is miirked on its sides with numbers 
1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6. According to CD., it seems tliat numbers 

I and G carried no value or were treated as zero (see Notes on 

II and 12). The value of the throw is to regulate the movement 
of the pieces. The rule on this point is as follows : 

The king and the pawn moves by a throw of tlie elephant 
by that otfour and the horse and the boat move respectively by 
tJtree and two. 

1. These figures and similar ones below refer to sections of the CD. 
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a. The elephant can move at will to the next'sqfuaie in four 
nantinal directions (see the Diagram 3). 

b. The horse can move sideways to tlie next square after 
crossing the three squares (see tlie Diagram 8). 

c. The boat can move aslant to the second square from its 
own place (see the Diagram 9). 

d. The pawn can move to the square in its front but to 
capture a piece it can only move to a square to the right or the 
left of its front square (see the Diagram 11). 

e. The king can move to the next square in ail directions 
(see the Diagram 12). 

vi. As two dice arc to l)e cast every time, the throw 
available will show two numl)crs, which arc to be utilized in the 
following manner : 

a. When there is room for utilizing two throws i. e., pieces 
available for move have positions to move to, tlien the two iire to 
be moved (25-30). 

h. When only one position is available, then the throw 
of higher number (25-20) is to be utilized. 

c. When in a tlirow the same num))or is repeated, then the 
piece available for move may htive two moves (sec Al-Beruni, 
p. 184). 

d. Attacks arc of two kinds : one leading to capture of 
the enemy (lit, killing) and the other obstructing his movement 
{bindha'nardjan>(ilui iia). 

vii. Different kinds of victories and defeats are as follows : 

a. Simhasana. Wlien one's king is able to occupy 
the position of another king, his ally or enemy or enemy’s ally, 
the Siiphasana takes place (42-44). 
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h. C a t ii ru j i- Wlicn one’s king has 1)ccn able to capture 
the three other kings (two enemies and one ally), the Gaturaji 
ooeurs (4G-50). 

c. N r p a k r s t a. Tt is the name for forcible release of 
one’s king obstructed by the enemy when one has alrecody captured 
three other kings (52-54). 

d. Brhannauka. When one’s own boat has captured 
the three other boats then the position Is called the Brhannauka(69). 

e N a u k a k r s t a. ft i.s the fordblc release of one’s own 
boat obstructed by an enemy when one lias already captured three 
otlicr boats (71). 

/. S a t p a d a (pawn-promotion). When a pawn sueeceds in 
rcadiing any of the squares at the end of the hoard except that 
occupied by a king or tliat at the comer then the pawn is trans- 
formed to tlie piec*c the po.sition of which it has reached (59). 

K a k a k a s t h a. When one player lias lost all pieces 
then his position is called the Kakakas&a (07). 

viii. For every piece captured one is to pay an sunount of 
stake to the adversary. The rate of this sbike seems to have 
becd settled according to custom. 
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The Caturanga in Indian Literature 

6- Terms and expressions connected with the C. (four- 
handed dice-chess) seem to occur occasionally in Sanskrit, Prakrit 
and Pali works from 17th century A- C. to 6th century B. C. 
But these very scanty references ore not in all cases very 
safe grounds for assuming that in partieuhir works Uie game of 
C. was meant. Hence, befoi'C taking the eiitii’C history of the 
game in consideration we shall discuss IxjIow severally those terms 
and expressions or passages contsuning them (X'curring in different 
literary works of the past. 

7. In the commentary to the A r y a s a p t a s a t i , written 
hy A n a n t a P a n d i t a (1 700 A. C-) owiirs the following : 

qra: | [ ‘^rrttsr’ ] 

I q[% ww i 

Vfrm ( on the arya C24 ). 

Fmm this passage it Ciin he assumed tliat Anantsi knew a 
game called C. in which dice («/.«(/) was used. The 'death* 
(marana) refeiml to here meant possibly the capture of a piece 
.and the coming hack to life ( jicaiM ), the pawn-promotion 
( see §5 vii/ ). 

8. Probably Ixtween 1500 A. C. and 1100 A. C. there came 
into existence the four different recensions of the Thirty-two Stories 
of the Vikrama Cycle known vsu’iously as the V i k r a m a c a r i t a 
or V i k r a m ( a r k a ) a d i t y a - c a r i t a or Biipha- 
s a n a - d V a t r i in ^ i k a or S i i)i h a s a n a - k a t h a 
(Fninklin Edgerton, Vikrama ’s Adventures, pt. i, HCS. 26, p. xlix). 
In its story no. 27 is available .some it*fcience to C. 

i. In the l^oiitheru ]{(Tcn>>ioii of this woi’k occurs the 
following : — 

URTftf I ( 5. 1— :5 ) 
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[ firA in this passage has variants like ^ Q, M, ^ T 
and CR Nd. Besides, this N, according to Edgcrton, gives ‘different 
and longer readings’ (It is a pity that he withholds them)> After 
«isnPr VJ insert 5%^ and QTMy (T adds 
Valiants given here and below have been taken from the excellent 
critical edition of the work by Edgerton (HOS. vol. 27)]. 

DjjtUa-kr^a in the above passage has been translated by 
Prof. Edgerton as ‘the game of dice* and narikn^d, as ‘a game 
related to chess’ (<*/). cit. p, 213). The second term« as it appears 
&om the testimony of Ananta cited above (§7), has been accurately 
translated while diiulalcrl4a does not seem to moan ‘the game of 
dice’ only. It means probably the ‘gambling (dijuta) based on a 
play {hrl4ay. The stranger in tliis passage introduces himself ns 
a gambler {dyutalara) but the king then enquires whether he 
knows ‘gambling connected with play’. Upon tliis the stranger says 
that he is a master gambler t. knows all kinds of gambling and 
especially he knows the »arl1erl4a which seems to be nothing other 
than our C. 

ii. In tlie Metncal lierntsion of the Vikraraarka-carita 
the above mentioned passage occurs in the following form : 

»ranra w wRiflr n 

wrft II 

TO^Rirs I 

( 31—85 ) 

[sdro Edg. (*■ Edgerton), Dn. nVRf DvGr. 

Dn. ft*«isP>«u: Edg. vrou for DvGr, ]. 

The variant recorded for kdra^ as well as the cons- 

truction of the entire sentence seems to give ground for presumption 
that the expression hastyaeca- m a nt ri -gakah-vyulta stood in 
the codex arrhetypus of the Metrical recension as iMutyaim- 
ratha -padsta-vyUha. The term Duddhiftala ( meanii^ the 
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modem chess in Marathi) occurring in this sentence has probably 
confused the writer of the prototype of the mss. DvGr., who 
changed ratlia to mantn, just to bring the description in harmony 
with the name litultlhihala. But this emendation did not quite 
solve the difficulty, for ratlia or salca^ still remained nnnn>nrinn«> il. 
Hence, later interpolators put in in the place of paHaJta. 

But this too unwittingly created a new difficulty, for yadata (pawn) 
occupying a place in die game was wanting. 

With the reading proposed above, die passage will be tran- 
slated as follows : 

In gsunbling I shall always (Zit., day and night) play with dice. 
I know (to manipulate) the movements (of pieces) and am stillfld 
in winning (fidann) of stakes. I know the (special game of) 
Buddhihala included in the game of Catiu'ahga class, which possess- 
es unassailable armours such as elephants, horses, chariots and 
pawns. I iim skille<1 in winning money and even the powerful are 
vanquished by mo (of- Edgcrton’s translation op. cit. p. 215). 

Prof. Edgcrton’s interpretation of gatacjatam (op. cit. p. 215) 
as *a game of backward and forwairi’ seems to be unnecessary. It 
may well mean the movement in general of the pieces used in C., or 
the Budilhihala. lHalux, translated in this context as ‘dice’, does also 
not seem to be comnit. The expression glaha/laiiWH-patufita should 
be translated as ‘skilled in winning or earning money as stakes and 
in similar matters’. The term dhanaAana ‘winning of wealth’ may 
not be considcml a kind of game, fur it seems merely to repeat the 
idea contiiincd in (jlahoflanadi. Hence, the whole passage may be 
tJilrfln to relate to the ancient game of C., as well as the Bitddhibala 
or the modem game of chess. 

iii. In the Brief Beceusiou of the work the passages 
discussed above occur in the following form : 

aiRTft I (9—12) 

c.— n. 



This passage, if it is not comipt, seems to be very difficult 
Frof. Edgerton’s translation does not seem to be satis&ctory. For 
games like sotkan^a, ucealitamvMi, gatagata, cirantya etc., are 
scarcely met with anywhere. SotJeantha, if it is not a corruption of 
the real name of a game now extinct, may be taken as an adjective 
to sonpAoZa or catwrahgaj and ucccUitamutti and gat^ata also 
may be taken as adjectives to hapardaka ; similarly tiiramya too 
may be an adjective to daktcatuaka. But whatever might be the 
correct reading of the passage or its interpretation we meet witli 
terms like dt/Sto, sanpAoZa and cahvrahga occurring in it and they 
seem to be connected with our C. 

iy. The JainUtie Recension of the passages discussed above 
does not, however, mention sUnphala, eaturcmga or oAsa and 
merely refers to dyflta or {dyut(i-)h'l4a, which may or may not 
relate to G. 

9. Amaracandra’s BalabhSrata ( 1300 
A. G.) mentions a^pa^-a (ii. 5. 13). According to him two dice 
(black and red) are used in this game (Liiders, ‘Das Wurfelspiel in 
alien Indien’, p. 67). The game in connexion with this term might 
beG. 

10. The poet Govardhanacarya (1200 A. G.) in 
his Aryasapta^ati writes : 

WT ’iwr i 

TT%?n%«r ii 623 II 

The word lari occurring in this passage as wc liave noticed 
above (§7) has been explained by Ananta Piindita as catnraiHjo- 
gutdeH. Now aksa cited in connexion with catiiranga points 
probably to the game of G. Mr. Murray, however, thinks otherwise 
(see p. 62). 

11. In the Bajatarahgipl of Ealhapa' 
(a 1200 A. G.) occurs a clear reference to G. The rdevant passage 
is as follows : 

s*nt: I 

I^sinRI: ii 



JRTsnJr «r?w wrt i 

(viii. 2969-2970). 

In his note to the translation of this passage Sir Ailrel Stdn 

writes : The similes arc hiken from Indian chess (Cataranga) 

played by four persona at a time. 

12. In the comments to the Pingalacchandah- 
s u t r a named Mptasahjlvani by HalSyudha 
(c. 1200 A. G.)’^ the word Caturanya and a game-board with 64 
squiires have been mentioned (on I. 3). This was considered to 
be a reference to chess (JE.AS. 1896, p. 122). 

18. Ksirasvamin (1100 A, C.) explains fiat’vphala 
(iiariphala) as wjtjpKwwsc. (The 

commentary named the Amarakosodghatana, ed. 
K. G. Oka, p. 165). 

14. In tlie Abhilasitartha cintama^i or 
Manasollasa written under the patronage of the Caltikya 
king Some^vara (1100 A. C.) is mentioned a game called Catu- 
rangoJisa. This may be the same as our 0- (see The AbhilasitSrthar 
dnt^ani, I. 1. 31, iilso Mun'ay, p. 36). 

15. In the Sinhalese commentary (a 1000 A. C.) to the 
Yinayapitaka as^pnda^ has been explained as a 

1. This couplet is evidently corrupt. Stein along with other editors 
of the R^ataraiigiiil has overlooked this fact. His translation of the passage 
foils to make it completely intelligible. 

2. Weber places HaLayudha in the loth century (Indische Studien, 

viii, p. 193), but he was the minister of the king Lak^mana Sena (1200 A.C.) 
of Bengal (JASB. [1915] “1 • 5 . p. 333 )* 

3. According to Prof. L'Uders asla^ada (8x8 squares) meant a game 
in which the use of dice was combined with a game upon a board ((^. ctV. 
p. 65). Macdonell considers it to be “highly improbable that asippada was 
used for anything but some primitive form of chess, played with or without 
the aid of dice sometime before the beginning of our era” (JRAS. 1898, 
p. laa). Mr. Murray, however, seems to think diflerently (see pp. 34-35). 
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game played with dice and pieces such as kings and so on 
(Murray, p. 35). 

16. In the Bsabha pahca($ika of Dhana- 
p S 1 a (1000 A. C.) occurs die following : 

a 

«ift: ^ w qf I 

ft" qftqr n 


According to the commentator, the game alluded to in the 
above passage has been the game C. (H. Liiders, op. cit. p. 66). 
The words handha^ vadha and iiiarana probably justify the 
commentator. For the obstruction and capture of a piece in G., 
is called bindhana {=ban(lJiana) and hanana, respectively. 

17. In the Haravijaya, a poem by Bajanaka 
B a t n a k a r a (c. 900 A. C.), we have die following couplet : 


qt II 


xn. 9. 

On a^pada Batnakara’s commentator A 1 a k a writes : 
^ (ed. Niimyasagara). 

Hence, from a^pada, in this passage, meaning a game-board 
for C. and the mention of patti (pawn), asm (liorse), ratha (chariot) 
and dvipa (dephant) and die omission of mautriii (minister), we may 
well assume that Batnakara meant C., and not the modem chess^. 


18. B u d r a t a (900 A. 0.) in liis K a v y a 1 a h k a r a 
describes some acrostics (cUrorkavycu) which are a sort of metrical 
puzzles. They are to be read in accordance with the moves of 
pn r rinnlftr pieces {Gatmmgo^pUho^rcicila-i'atJM-t'iiragOidupada- 
p^iaih V. 2). The moves of horse and elephant, as recorded 
by Budrata (v. 15-16), tally with that laid down in manuals of 


I. Prof. Jacobi discussed this passage for the first time (ZDMG. vol. 50, 
pp. 225 f.) and wrongly thought that asdapada in the passage meant modem 
chess and in this matter he was followed hy Macdonell (JRAS. 1898, p. 124). 
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C., known to us (see Notes on 14)*. The movement of the 
chariot, that Rudra^ gives, is not available from any such text 
on G. But it has some affinity to the movement of boat in our 
modem (Bengali) game of chess (for details see the Diagram 14)> 

19* In the K u 1 1 a n I m a t a ( v. 997 ) of D a m o - 
dara Gupta (800 A. C.) occurs the term pa^aJcsadtjuta 
(ed. Tripaffii, Jjahore, 1929). There is no means of knowing 
what kind of game was meant. It may or may not have any 
connexion with the G. 

20. IntheSubhasitavaliof Vallabhadeva 
(ed. Peterson, Bombay, 1886) there appear nine couplets ascribed 
to Sri-Mayura. Peterson believes him to be identical 
with the famous author of the 8 u r y a i$ a t a k a (c. 700 A. G). 
Now, seven among these couplets (123-129) refer, according to 
Peterson, to chess with dice. One can never be sure of this 
fact. The data available from these couplets consist of terms like 
ti'ydksa, darodara and jmahi. 

21. In his H a r s a c a r i t a the poet Banabhatta 
(G50 A. G.) usch terms like adapada and ralnrahija, and the latter 
term is used in connexion with a^pada, which us we have seen 
above (§15), means the game of G. {a^pad&mm catiirahga- 
kalitatia, ed. Kane, Pt. I. p. 35)*. In liis K a d a m b a r I, 
too, he uses the term aaryaksa (J^ryakaean mikyayrhah). This may 
be a reference of G. 

22. B h a r t r h a r i (c. 650 A. G.) refers to a game 
which may or may not have any affinity with our G., in the 
following stanza : 

1. Rudrata’s reference has also been discussed by Prof. Jacobi and here 
too he seems to be wrong in seeing modern chess (see cit). 

2. Macdonell seems to be wrong in taking Kna’s reference as 
relating to modem chess GRAS. 1898, p. 125). 
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Vair. 6. 42. (43) 

In the game teferred to here, there are two aksas (dice) as in 
our C., and the different pieces such as elephant, horse etc., used in 
the latter, might well have been called })rani4iara. But the statement, 
about many pieces staying in a house i. e., square, seems to create 
a difficulty^. 

23. In the Vasavadatta of Subandhu 
(c- 600 A. C.) occurs the following passage : 

Bk^l€ I 

(ed. L. Gray, p. 191). 

Appareutly Prof. Gray’s rendering of durodara with 
‘chessmen’ does not seem to be satisfactory. But the term nayadyuta 
(Zit., game of poUty) seems to point to C., which is a game involving 
diplomacy, for in it one pair of kings fights against another pair*. 

24. Amarasiipha(& 600 A. C.) in his famous horn 
mentions a^pada, as synonymous with Karipluda, which as we have 
seen before (§13), has been explained by KsirasvSmin as eatmahga- 
pluddka (the game-board for C.). 

25. In the Sutrakrtshga (Suyagadanga) of the 
Jains, assigned to 600 A. G., the word oMlhavaya {sa^pada) 
occurs (I. 9). The translator of the relevant passage is not 
willing to see here any kind of chess (S. B. E. vol. 45, p. 303, 

1. Macdonell gives reasons to prove that the game referred to by 
Bhartfhari “cannot have been played on the aj^ada'\ {pp. cit. p. laa). 

3. Mr. Murray, however, is satisfied that Subandhu’s reference is to 
diess (p. 51). Prof. F. W. Thomas first called attention to this passage, 
and following a commentator of Subandhu he regarded nayadyuta as 
eaiurahga (ZDMG. VoU $2, p. 271). He further attempted to show from 
this passage that the chess-board in Subandhu’s time was chequered (ZDMG. 
voL S 3 i P* 364)* 



footnote)* But such an attitude seems to be inadequately 
supported by facts. A gameboard for C. mi^t wdl have been 
meant by a^pada, and from the game-board the game itself (G.) 
might have received this name. 

26. According to the AbhidhSnarSjendrai the 
J am budvipa-prajuapti, the Pra^navyakara^a, 
the Jhatadharmakatha and the NiiSlthasutra 
mention a^pada. 

27. In the V i s n u p u r a p a (c. 600 A. C.) also, the 
word a^pada occurs in the following couplet : 

5l«IRT8q^ II 

V. 30. 23. (ed. Vahgavasi) 

From this it is learnt that a^pada could at times be used 
as a weapon for striking one. Words like di/Uta, glaJw, and dksa, 
occurring in connection with tliis add,pada in the Visnupura^, 
makes it probable that the game of C. has been referred to. 

28. In the Kamnsutra of Vatsyayana 
(c- 400 A-C.) are mentioned terms like dijuti (HI. 34), dyutapludalea 
(rV. 4), Yaksardiri and Kamimlljayara (IV. 12). The meaning 
di/uta and dyuti is not clear. These may or may not be connected 
with C., but the terms like Yalmrdiri and Kaumtidl-jctyara, 
which mean the night of the full-moon in the month of Kartika 
and Aitvina, respectively, probably point to the game of G., for, in 
the GT., in connexion with G., there occurs the following : 

3TT ^ sw;?l?^ I 

3 ^ II 

( folioi 1. a ) 

This occurs also in the Skanda purSpa (ed. Vahga- 
^sl, IX. 103) and probably refers to Takmrain. And in the CTT., 
we have the following : 
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?PIT — 

ftwnJ «wr wpft: gn»n ff i^>qw«ft i 

?R*lf II 

( folio, 1. a ) 

Hence, it may be assumed that Vatsyayana by his Kmmmuil- 
jagara refers to this activity of the goddess LaksmI in the night 
of the full-moon in the month of Alvina. According to the 
Tithitattva this night is to be spent in playing the game of 
Gaturahga. Hence, a description of tlie game occurs in this work. 

29. In the Harivaip^a, a work which may be as 
early as 200 A. C., occurs the following couplets containing terms 
like a^pada and alcm : 

<n?piren^ jRift’T i 

II. 61. 37. 

inT«*i 11 

IL 61. 45-46. 

8r«zn^ ^rwr n 

n. 61. 54.. 

We are not sure whether ax^pada in the last couplet means 
a game-board for C. Jksa in the plural number creates a dif6culty, 
for in the GT., we learn of two ahsas. If it is possible that the 
game was also played with more dice than twoi then the game 
referred to in the Harivaip^ may mean G. The dksa in plural 
also may signify the ‘marks’ (2tt., ^es) on the dice, which 
were as many as six. If this were the case the game described in 
Ht., con easily be taken as G.* (llie second couplet, quoted above, 
has its parallel in the passage, quoted above from the VisnuputS]^). 

1. Mr. Murray, however, thinks that the game referred to is dice 
(see p. 37). 



80. IntheSaddharmapu^^^arlka, a MahByBna 

Buddhist work of about 100 A. G., occurs the term a^pada 
( pp. 146, 244, 837 ed. Kem). This work has no 

occasion to give any more information about the game which is 
connected with the game-board called as^pada. 

81. In the R B m B y a n a ( 200-300 B. G. ) also we 

come across the term a^pada*^ ( BbIsp 

kBmJai v. 16). GovindarBja explains the cts^pada by 
quoting Amara’s ). 

82. The term as^pada occurs in the HinayBna Buddhist 
scriptures (500 B. G.) also. For example, in the BrahmajBla- 
s u 1 1 a (i. 1. l-t) and in the Vinayapitaka (ed. Olden* 
bei^, vol. ii. p. 10 ; vol* iii. p. 180) we have this word. Rhys 
Davids demes that astapada may mean chess though he 
quotes the view of the Sinhalese commentator that game of 
a0pada was played with dice and pieces such as kings and so 
on (Sacred Book of the Buddhists, vol. ii. p. 9). After having 
reviewed the meaning of as^pada occurring in various works, 
and knowing of the game G. we may well consider that the 
Sinhalese commentator (c. 1000 A. G.) was in possession of the 
right tradition (see §15). 


1. See p. xi. footnote 3. 

c-m 
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From the Chem to the Caturanga 

83. Ab w 6 have something like an exact knowledge about 
the rdatively early hiatory of the modem game of chesa (hereinafter 
called cheaa), and the C. doea not come to our notice except much 
later, an exact determination of the relation between the two games 
may be of some help for tracing the early history of latter. It has 
been mentioned before (§2) that Captain Cox and followmg him 
D. Forbes maintained that chesa in ita various forms owed its origin 
to the ancient Indian four-handed dice-chess (or C.) and this Cox- 
Forbes theory has been rejected by Mr. Murray. Whatever migiit. 
be the value of his very cautious view it will have to be said 
that after the discovery of the CD. and CT. it becomes untenable. 
These two Skt. texts though th^ are later than 1400 A. C. con- 
clusively demonstrate one fact viz,, the religious character of 
Caturanga, which has been taken notice of as early as 1851 (The 
Calcutta Review, 1851 ; Murray, p. 87). It is a ritual game pres- 
cribed to be played during a certain festive night. Now, it is quite 
well known to students of religious culture that objects and customs 
connected with religious rites and practices are older than corres- 
ponding ones not so connected. Hence this religious diaracter 
of the game gives us a strong ground for presumption that, of the 
two games the C. and the chess, which have some elements in 
common the former is the older. 

34. If this view is allowable we can utilize the fact for deter- 
mining the relation between the C. and the chess. And it may well be 
inferred that the chess has developed from the C. or the four-handed 
dice-chess ; for we can never believe that the C. after being derived 
from the chess was given a place in reli^ous ritual while the 
older game stood outside. Such a happening would have been very 
much contxacy to the testimony of the history of religious culture. 
Thus the theory propounded by Cox and supported by Forbes 



seems to be quite sound. The manner in which they supported 
thdr theory of development of the foui>handed dioe~chess into 
chess deserves the most careful consideration. They thinlr that as a 
result of the action of certain rules, or from the difficulty of securing 
a full quota of players, the game gradually became a two-handed 
game. At a later time the civil and religious ordnances against the 
use of the dice led to the abandonment of the dice character of the 
game ; and finally, by a rearrangement of the pieces, the game of 
chess as known to Persians and Muslims came into existence 
(Murray, p. 49). Mr. Murray, however, considers all this as 
‘unnatural and incredible’ and thinks that an undue weight is laid 
upon the religious and legal ordnances against the use of dice (p. 75). 
But these points will be taken up again (§41) as we shall trace the 
development of the C. It will suffice for the present to assume that 
the C. is the parent of chess played in slightly varied forms all over 
the world and as such it ori^ated earlier than the period in whidi 
the chess appears for the first time in history. 

35. The earliest reference to the diess occurs in the K S r - 
nSmak-i-Artakshatr-i-PapakSn, a Pahlavi 
or Middle Persian romance which is based upon the career of 
Ardashir (Artaxerxes), the son of I^paka, the founder of the 
Sassanian dynasty who ruled over Persia between 226 and 241 
A. C. N 5 1 d k e is in hivour of ascribing this undated work to 
the reign of Khuaraw II Parwiz (596-628 A. C.). 
But Prof. Brown in his ‘Literary history of Persia’ (p. 122) 
concludes that the Karnamak was probably composed about 
600 A. C. (see Murray, p. 149). This reference to chess even if 
it be only as early as 600 A. C. would still imply a greater 
antiquity for the game. “For not only does it imply that the 
game was fairly generally known in Persia, but also that 
popular opinion had seized on chess as a diaracterislically 
national game in whidi it was fitting that the national hero 
should be skilled. Such opinions do not grow in a day, and a 
considerable period of lime must be postulated for their growth in 
an age of slow and imperfect method of commuoication. Even in 



ttiediaeval Europe it took diese more than a oentniy to achieve a 
like tesolt^ (Murray, pp. 149-150). Hence it may be assumed 
lihat the game m^ht well have been current in Persia as early as 
650 A. C. Now according to (be Chatrang-nftmak 
another Pehlavi work written between 650 and 850 A. C. chess was 
introduced in Persia from India (Murray, p. 150). This points to 
Lidia as the home of chess. But in the Indian literature itself there 
oocnrs no dear and sore reference of chess before the 1400 A. G.* 
Though Prof. Jacobi and eariier writers on the subject believed 
otherwise, Subandhu, Bi^ or Budrafe did not refer to diess. 
Their references as we have seen before (§§18, 21, 23) are to the 
game of C. This, however, does not invalidate the evidence of the 
Pahlavi works, and we are in possession of the fact that chess went 
out of India to Persia about 550 A. C. Now allowing some 
time for the popularity of the new game in its land of origin 
it will not be wrong to assume that the game itself might have 
been invented at least fifty years earlier i. e., about 500 A. C * 
Hence we may hit upon a more or less approximate date of the 
origin of chess. This may well be taken as the starting point 
in the investigation of the antiquity of Caturanga or the four- 
handed dice-chess from which devdoped the game of chess. 


1. The earliest reference to chess occurs in the Metrical rteentum 
of the Vikramarka carita. The relevant passage has been discussed before 
(|8, li). The game has been described in considerable details in the UtH- 
eaayukka of MUaAanfka ( 1 700 A. C.). This description has been discussed by 
Weber (See Monatberichle der koeniglichen Akademie der Wissenschaften 
an Berlin, 1873. pp 7 1 1 f,, also Murray, pp. 63. f.). Some are of opinion that 
in a eaiydpada by K^pa (Kanha), written in Old Bengali a reference to chess 
haa been made. This, however, seems to be wrong and it appears that 
Knga zetoied to C. For a detailed discussion on this, see the Appendix. 

s. Absence of any early reference to chess in Indian literatnrs is 
psobably duo to its comparatively late oiigia. It naturally task a very ki^ 

dme fcr the new geme to replace the old ona (C.) or to sH by its sidei 
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The Early Hittory of Caturanga 

36. From the above discussion (§35) it may be assumed 
that C. (the parent of chess) was current in India about 500 A. C. 
Surely this was the time when the game was old enough 
to give rise to a new variety of it. But how old was it then ? 
This is the question which will occupy us in the following 
paragraphs. 

From references to G. in various works of Indian literature 
we learn that as^pada in the Haravijaya (900 A. C.) positively 
meant a board on which C. was played. In Bana’s Har^acarita 
(700 A. G.) the same meaning undoubtedly determined the 
sense of a^pada, for in it this word was used directly in 
connexion with G. ( "ixrwHt wgwp55<i5n ). In this work the 
meaning of a^pada the game>board for G. developed into a 
game played on the board of the same name. In the AmarkoQa 
(600 A. G.) the word ag^pada given as a synonym for earipliola, 
has been explained by the commentator E^lrasvSmin (1100 A. G.) 
as eaturahga-plialaha (game-board for G). We need not un- 
necessarily disbelieve the testimony of the commentator ; in his 
time G. as a game was well known at least among North-Indian 
people, for in the Bsjatarah^ni (1200 A. G.) a dear reference to 
the game occurs (see §11 before). And in Al-Beruni’s work 
(1100 A. G.) the game has been described in considerable details. 
We are quoting bdow the same description : 

“In playing chess they move the dephant straight on, not to 
the other sides, one square at a time^ like the pawn, and to the 
four corners also one square at a timei, like the queen {fin ^ ). 
Thqr say that these five squares (L e., the one straig^tfrarwBfd 
and the other at the corners) axe the places occupied by the trank 
and the foot feet of the dephant. 



lliqr play diess — ^foar persons at a time — ^witih a pair oi 
dice. Their arrangement of the figures on the chess board is die 
following 


[ See the Diagram 1 ] 

As this kind of chess is not known among us, I shall here 
explain what I know of it 

The four persons playing together sit so as to form a square 
round a chess-board, and throw two dice alternately. Of the 
numbers of the dice the five and six are blank (i. e., do not count 
as such). In that case, if the dice show five or six, the player 
takes one instead of the five, and four instead of the six, because 
the figures of these two numerals are drawn in the following 
maimer 

6 5 

4 3 2 1 

so as to exhibit a certain likeness of form to 4 and 1, viz., in the 
Indian signs. The name a/iok or king applies here to the qmm 
{■fvnSoBn,). 

Eadi number of the dice causes a move of one of the 
figures . 

The 1 moves either the pawn or the king. Their moves ate 
the same as in the common chess. The king may be taken, but 
it is not required to leave its place. 

^e 2 moves the tower {rukh). It moves to the third 
square in the direction of the diagonal, as the elephant moves in 
our chess. 

The 3 moves the horse. Its move is generally known as 
the third square in the oblique direction. 

The 4 moves the elephant. It moves in a straight line^ as 
the tower does in our chess, unless it be prevented from moving 
on. If this is the case^ as sometimes happens, one of the dice 
maoves the obstacle and enables it to move on. Its smallest 



xzffi 

more is one aquax^ tihe greatest fifteen squares* because tbe dice 
somerimea show to 4* or two 6* or a 4 and a 6. In consequence 
of one of these numbers, the elephant moves along the whole side 
of the margin in the diess-board ; in consequence of the other 
number, it moves along the other side on the other margin of the 
board* in case there is no impediment in the way. In consequence 
of these two numbers, the elephant in the course of hb moves, 
occupies the two ends of the diagonal 

The pieces have certain values, according to wluch the 
player gets his share of the stake, for the pieces are taken and 
passes into the hands of the player. The value of the king is 5, 
that of the elephant 4, of the horse 3, of the tower 2, and of the 
pawn 1. He who takes a king gets 5, for two kings he gets 10, for 
three kings 15, if the winner is no longer in possession of his own 
king. But if he has still his own king, and takes all three kings, 
he gets 54, a number which represents a progression based on 
general consent and not on an algebraic prindple” (Al'Beruni’s 
India, London, 1910, vol. I. pp. 183 f). 

36a. We may now be allowed to assume that a^pada 
mentioned in the SutrakrtSnga (c. 500 A. C.)* and similar Jain 
works, and the Visnupurana (c. 500 A. C.) related to Gaturahga, 
and that the astapada, in the sense of the game of C* or the 
game-board ( for it ) was in use between 900 and 500 A. C. 
Gtoing up to a few centuries earlier we come across this same 
term in the Harivaip^ (c- 400-200 A. G.) and the Saddharma- 
pup^arlka (e. 100 A. G.) And at a time earlier still we meet 
this word in the BamSyapa (a 2u0 B. G.), the Brahmajalap 
sutta (500 B. G.) and the Vinayapifaka (500 B. G.)* Now* what 
will be the meaning of a^dpada appearing in these works ? Gan 
it be game of G. or the game-board for it ? Though there is no 
direct evidence which may give us sure light in this matter we 

1. It was more or less two hundred years after this that the Har§a- 
carita was written (see p. xxi). In this work astSpada stands expressly 
eenneeted with the C. {ibid). 



may still consider tiie attendii^ drcomstanoes to gite a tentatiTe 
answer to this question. How long a popular game and for that 
matter any human institution can live^ cannot be predsely deter- 
mined in any way. But in view of the fact that modern chess 
already enj(^8 a life of nearly a millenium and a half it may not be 
wnmg to assume that about 5U0 A. G- the Caturahga was already 
existing for at least 1000 years. Hence^ it seems very much likely, 
though by no means sure, that the meaning which the word 
a^ipada had between 900 A. C. and 500 A. C. goes far back into 
history i. e„ up to the time of Buddha who prohibited this game 
for the monks ordained in his sect. This would stretch roughly the 
pre<ihess history of C. to the middle of the first millenium before 
Christ 

37. This antiquity of C, however, rests more or less on 
indirect evidence* But it may not on that account be considered 
invalid. From the certain aspects of the game too we seem 
to have more or less dear hints as to its high antiquity- 
The first of these aspects is that C., unlike its descendant 
(chess) has not any minister (mantrin) by the side of 
its kings. This seems to point to a period in the history of the 
evolution of monarchy when the king either acted as his own 
minister or had no one fixed minister. Indeed we seem to find 
such a period in the history of Hindu political theories. The 
eleven ratms, to whom ofierings were to be made, according to the 
datapatha BrShmapa, did not include any one ex- 
pressly known as mmirin or omMya (E. P. Jayaswal, 'Hindu 
Polity', n. pp. 16 f). This may well be interpreted as that dther 
the king was his own minister or consulted all the eleven of hu 
high functionaries. The first alternative seems to us to bo the most 
probable though Mr. J ayaswal would accept only the second 
{idid. p. 21). For Manu’s repeated injunctions against a kin^s 
independmice of any minister point out, though indirectly, that kings 
were sometimes self-willed and autocratic p. 117). But whatever 
mig^t be the actual &ct m the case, it is sure that the institution 
cd one minifrimr OT at least one prime minister was still unknown 
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in the period of the iSatapatha Btfihmapa. And the Gaturahga 
which apparently reflects this primitive condition has no mantriu 
by the side of its kings. This fact may be considered as an 
indication of the great antiquity of the game. 

Another aspect of the C. which may vouch for its antiquity is 
its primitive masala (see §5, i) whidi has for it the rijiglsu 
(conqueror)j one mitra (ally), one (M'i (enemy) and one aHmitra 
(enemy’s ally). In andent Indian treatises on polity we find 
mam4al(is of various types, consisting of kings whose number is 
four, six, eight, twelve or more. Among them works of 
Kautilya (c. 300 B. C.), K a m a n d a k a (c. 400 A. 0.) 
and 8 u k r a discuss with eight or twelve members. 

It may not be wrong to assume that mandalas of twelve or more 
kings did not rise all at once and must have evolved from the 
primitive of four kings which we find in the C. This 

would place the game long before Kautilya. 

38. The character of the C. as an nl(m-<h0a or dijUin 
seems also to point to its high antiquity. In the Vedic India 
dyUta ^mbling) was veiy much popular. But in the B g v e d a 
(c. 1500 B. C.) and the f^atapatha Brahinana (c. 800 B. C.) the 
word catvmvya occurs only in the sense of ‘one having four limbs 
or parts’. Added to this the fact that the rVdiidnlia nuts were used 
as dice it may be assumed that the Vedic Aiyans probably did not 
know the game. But of this, as we shall see later on (§40), we 
cannot be quite sure. 

In the Epic age, however, the situation seems to change 
considerably. In the Mahabharata eaturahga was 
assodated exclusively with bala (army) and came generally to 
mean ‘the four-membered army’ or ‘army’. As for the game of G. 
Mbh. does not contain any direct evidence about it. What we 
learn from this work about any board-game is about the aTeaa or 
ahaadyUta or the so-called dice. This al'sn often translated as 
‘gambling* was then considered a knightly recreation (Gambridge 

G— IV 
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Histoiy of India> p. 202). For, Yudhi^thira says tihat on bang 
challenged for a game of dice he cannot turn his bade on it 
( sr ed. VangaySsI, SabhS, v. 68* 16 ). 

Now aJeta as a knightly recreation probably points to its 
bong something more than mere dice- Gould it not be a war- 
game assodated with dice ? Probably so it could be, for the 
Catara]Dga-dlpik& (1500 A. G.) records a tradition that Yudhisthira 
played the game of G. which sjrmbolized a fight between kmgs. 

This tradition is indeed very late but there seems to be 
nothing against its being genuinely old. If ahsa (dice) was con- 
sidered a knightly pastime it had considerable chance of being a 
kind of war-game. Now the only kind of war-game, associated 
with dice^ that we know of, is the G. Hence it may be presumed, 
though there may not be in it anything like certainty, that 
Yudhisthira in the Ur-Mbh. played this very game with his cousins, 
and the redactors of the present Mbh. changed the description 
of the game, as it gradually became obsolete. Now the Ur-Mbh. 
may go back to 600 B. G. (see M. Winteraitz, ‘A History of 
Indian Literature’ vol. I. p. 474). 
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The Origin and Development of Caturanga 

39. Board games or games reqoiriiig plain surface for play 
has been divided by Murray (p. 31) into three classes : 

(1) Race games, in which all men (pieces) are moved 

along a definite track. The typical example of this is the game of 
goloMham ( ). The European game backgammon also 

belongs to this eatery. 

(2) H u n t or seize games, in which one side endeavours to 

block or capture the adversary. The typical example is viigh- 
haruli ( ). The European example is the game of fox and 

the goose. 

(3) War games, in which capture of prisoners plays a 
eonnderable part The typical examples of this arc the Caturanga 
and the chess. 

"Board games appear very early in the history of human 
dvilization. They were played by the early inhabitants of Elgypt ; 
boards and pieces have been found in tombs even as old as the 
pre-dynastic period (c. 4000 B. C.) and they are depicted in paint* 
ings in tombs of he Fifth Dynasty (3600-3400 B. G.) and the 
masons who built the temple of Kmiia (1400-1333 B. C.) cut boards 
on slabs which were afterwards built into the roof of the temple. 
Boards apparently for games have been found in the pre-historic 
ruins in Palestine” (Murray pp. 29*30). It appears likely that in the 
pre-historic India (of c. 3500 B. C.) too board games were known. 
For according to Mr. Mackay dice discovered in Mohenjo*daro 
were quite possibly used in conjunction with board games (Sir John 
Marshall, *Mohenjo-daro and the Indus Civilization’, p. 552). 

40. We have no means of knowing whether the board 
games which appear to have been played by the Mohenjo-daro 
people were in any way rdated to the game of Catnrafiga or any- 
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tihing akin to it ; but there are perhaps indications from which it 
may be surmised that such a relationship might not have been 
altogether impossible. For example, the prevailing type of dice 
discovered in the Indus valley is cube-sized and has on it marks of 
1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6 (not by numerals but by small ring-marks). 
In dice connected with the C. too similar marks are to be used for 
indicating 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 0 (see Notes on 11). The relative 
position of these marks in the two kinds of dice is, however, 
not similar. The objects among Indus valley finds suspected by 
Mr. Mackay to be chess-men might be real chess men (associated 
probably with a kind of dice-chess) or they might be pieces used in 
ordinary dice'. But whatever might be the value of these indications 
they do not certainly give us any sure clue about the origin of the 
game of Gaturahga. From these one may, however, be tempted to 
assume that dice connected with tlie C. may probably go back to the 
time of the Indus cultui'e. Such an assumption, however, may not be 
quite safe. The Vedic dice of oibhidalca nuts by the side of the 
cube-sized dice (of baked earth) of the Indus valley give rise to a 
problem- There is no means of knowing the exact significance of 
these two types of dice. And without entering into any discus- 
sion on this question which relates more to the ori gin of Indian 
culture than to the origin of the C. we pass on to the early Epic age 
(c. 600 B. C.) when the game of C. in all probability arose (see §38). 

41. In exactly what form the game was played in the 
banning we have no means of knowing. It can only be assumed 
that it was surely not played in every detail similar to our C. 
The only element, that this early C. possessed, was certainly dice- 
throw for regulating the movement of pieces, the four kings with 
their attending forces. But the game requiring four persons to play 
it, was surely considered very complex. Hence a two-handed variety 
of C. could devdop in course of time. But the G., be it of the 


1. See Earnest Mackay, ‘Indus Civilization’, London, 1935, pp. 
i8o‘i8i ; and also Kunjagovinda Goswami, ‘Pre-histoiic Mohenjo-daro’ 
(in Bengali), Calcutta, 1936, p. 43. 
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four-handed or the two-handed variety, was a play which involved 
gambling. Now the gambling was veiy often a source of misery. 
Hence in course of time, the state found it advisable to make a 
wholesale prohibition of it. All this is what we can gather from 
works like Manu-sanihita. The relevant passages from 
Manu (with Kulluka’s gloss) are as follows : 

II, 179 

( ^|?i^3rasi>ter, KuUuka ) 

sn%: ^ I 

IV, 74 

( nsf sAItt , Kulluka ) 

iii1^*TT3q ^ I 

vm, 159 

( arrfe^ , Kulluk»i ) 

*W5t: II 

^r^rr i 

^r»«TT5?r;^T%aT ft iMtfirain. ll 

3rirri5rft4t^ tresis i 

q^j w &%q: wriq: ii 
^ OTif q %q qs qr | 

qr!^ qrq^qnrr n 

IX. 220—224. 

( «raRr®rq»rfrPRin^l% fttqt q??i% ^ v«qt | q: jq; qrlWJi- 

ilqffxrftft: qq^ ftqH w qqri^t ^rq: i ^qnifq) q: 

qr qf^w: qrrdl^qnrwqi^qqr ?T3rT 5^ I qqjq^lqil^- 

ll?n^ , Kulloka ) I 



xti 


Ji ^?r iRqntJifr II 

V TOW TC I 

?rw *r^i8 ?q^«rr il 

IX. 227—228. 

Surely the strong term (t. e., ‘open robbery’) with which 
gambling has been condemned, and the severe state-interference 
whidi has been earnestly advocated in the passages quoted above, 
probably make it dear that there came a time in the history 
of G. when it could not be openly played without giving up its 
gambling character^. This possibly had a very profound 
influence in determining its evolution towards the early chess. 
The date of the Manusanihita has been very definitdy settled 
by Mr. K. P. Jayaswal according to whom the work in its 
present form is earlier than 100 A. C., while its original 
form, substantially existing in its present redaction, goes back to 
about 100 B. G. (Manu and Yajnavalkya, Tagore Law Lectures, 
1917, Lecture U* esp. p. 50). We have seen above that about 
500 A. G. the early chess was already in existence. Hence it 
may be assumed that in the period between 200 B. G. and 500 

A. G. Gaturahga gradually changed to chess. The principal stages 
through whidi the game is likdy to have passed might have been as 
follows ( see Diagrams 1, 2 and 13 ) : 

A. four-handed dice-chess {catwmga). 

B. two-handed dice-chess i each player having at 
his disposal two kings and other pieces, each king keeping to his 
court. 

C. B with the two kings standing side by side. 

D. two of the kings in B changed for two nwntrins 
(ministers). 

I. Mr. Murray finds it difficult to believe that gambling might ever 
have been restrained in India (p. 75). 



Of the four posable stages i) is well known and ii is to be 
found in the CD. and GT< and a game like G has also been heard 
of (Murray, pp. 59, 74). Hence the stage B may well be assumed. 
In courses of all the different stages through which C. passed before 
it finally developed to chess, the movement of different pieces is 
likdy to have changed from time to time and place to placa Ezc^t 
on this assumption we cannot account for the different movements of 
the elephant recorded by different writers (see Murray, p. 59). 

42. Even if it may be said that the game of C. had some 
chance of being invented in the Epic age (c. 600 B. C.) or its 
nrighbourhood we have absolutely no data for determining its place 
of origin. Conjectures on this point will be futile (see Notes on 8-9). 
Hence, we pass on to the story of the spread of its descendant, the 
game of chess, over different quarters of the globe. But there we do 
not now meet the game in its original Indian form. And chess 
mentioned in this connexion should bo understood as a game 
having only some historical and fundamental affinity with the Indian 
game. Under these circumstances it may be assumed that the 
chess haying been invented about 500 A. C. did not take a very 
long time to spread oyer the different countries of Asia- 

43. Mr. Murray thinks that about 700 A. C. chess might 
have reached Burma directly from the Gangetic basin and is un- 
doubtedly of high antiquity in this country (pp. 108-109). It is, 
however, possible that the game went there much earlier. The 
Burmese name for chess is sittuyin ; it is probably connected with 
ratxvrmg(L The occurrence of ‘diariot’ in the place of ‘boat’ in the 
Burmese chess probably shows that the game was derived very 
early from the north-western India or the Indian Midland. 

44. In Siamese chess ‘boat^ has rq)laced ‘diariot*, and it may 
be presumed that this game was derived from the Vanga- 
Magadha (Bengal-Bihar) r^on where we meet later with C. 
having ‘boat’ in the place of its ‘chariot’ (see Notes on 8-9, p. 4). We 
have no means of guessing the probable date of introduction of the 



game in Siam. In Annam too we meet with the game and it is called 
ehhoen trdng (a word connected with catmahga). Chess is very 
widely played by the Malayan people and it is one of their most 
popular games. Sumatra, Java and Borneo have each its own 
game of chess. People of Sumatra play this game for stake and 
in this way prove to be maintaining the tradition of the good old G. 
It cannot be ascertained when the game was introduced here for the 
first time, but it is sure that it was not much later than 700 A. C. 
One common Malayan name for C. is chdtm' derived most 
probably from catvrahga. The name fer for boat (rook) may be 
connected with Skt. tai% and this may be said to indicate that the 
game was derived from the Vahga-Magadha region. Javanese 
chess too has the boat (prahn) and seems to have been received 
from the north-eastern India. 

45. The Chinese chess though it considerably differs from that 
of India has been taken to bo of Indian origin. The names of pieces 
such as chariot^ horse, elephant and councellor conclusively prove this 
(Murray, p. 119). From the occurrence of ‘chariot’ it may be 
assumed that the Chinese game went out fr^m die north-western 
India. Buddhism too reached China from the same region. But 
there is no sure data for determining the time of the inti'oduction 
of chess into China. The earliest sure reference to Chinese chess 
occurs in a work dated the 8th century A- C. (Mnnuy, p. 123). 
The game might have entered China by the 700 A. C. In Corea 
too chess is played but it is probably derived from the Chine.se 
game. Japanese chess is again derived from an old variety of 
Corean game now extinct, (Murray, p. 131). But the entry 
of the game into Japan cannot be placed earlier than the 10th 
century (Murray, p. 138). 

46. The introduction of chess into Persia has been discussed 
before (§35). It is the Persian name of the king that has been 
proved to be at root of naming this piece in different European 
languages. The game of chess entered the Byzantian Ehnpire by 
dbout the 8th century not from India direct but from Persia 



TTXin 

( Murray, pp. 163ff )• The earliest mention of chess in Arabic 
literature occurs in the work of Al-Adli (900 A* C>)i and during 
the first two centuries of the Abl^id Caliphate was written 
a vast literature on chess (Murray, p. 169). 

47. Besides being played in coijntiies named above the game 
of chess is cqrrent among peoples of Tibet, Mongolia, Sib^, 
Turkestan and Trans-Caucasia (Murray, p. 366). 

48. So far about the game of chess in different parts of Asia. 
In the countries of Europe too the game spread from Arabic 
sooroe from about 800 A. C. onwards (Murray, p. 402). And in 
the present times it is the European variety of chess that 
is iQuch in vogue all over the worid. 


c-v 



VII 


The Caturangadipika and its Author 

49. The unique Ms. of the Caturangadipika (Visvabharati 
Ms. No. 970), according to its colophon, was written in 1701 iSaka 
{catulrorkh^vahinlrmdiiie idike). It consists of eight paper leaves 

inches. Though very legibly written, it is full of 
different kinds of errors, the nature and extent of which will be 
discovered by a glance at the foot-notes of the Sanskrit text 
In spite of the best efforts of the editor a small number of passages 
remained almost obscure. Reconstruction and interpretation in these 
cases are to be taken as tentative. It may, however, be hoped 
that their number will not be too many and they will not 
materially affect whatever has been said about the origin and 
development of the game of C. on the basis of the present text. 
The editor is well aware of the danger of preparing a critical 
edition from a corrupt Ms. and would have left alone the present 
work owing to this difficulty ; but the importance of the text of 
the CD., however imperfectly handed down, for the history of the 
modern chess, demanded that this unique material in hand should 
be utilized as tar as possible. This has been the justification 
for publishing the present volume containing the text of the CD. 

50. The CD. is composed in Skt. verse and prose. It 
appears very much to be a compilation from various works (now 
lost)* on the subject. Prose passages mostly in the nature of 
comments seem to be by an author different from Sulapa^i the 
compiler of the original work, which except for prose connecting 
links, is in verse. The name of this second author was one Guru- 
cara^a (see the prose passage following floka. 86). 

1. Oue Pandit Radhakanta informed Sir William Jones that the 
C. passage in the Tithitattva occurred in the Bhavi^ya Puiana. Available 
versions of the Purapa, however, does not contain this (see Murray, p. 49). 
This Parana, however, might have been known to the Pandit in a different 
reoention. 



XXXV 


The CD. treats the game of four-handed dioe-chess in consi- 
derable details. But the game seems to have been too complex 
to be conveniently treated exhaustively in writing. Though 
a very general view of the game is available from the work much 
obscurity still lingers and we have noticed it before. 

51. It seems that quite a good number of works on the 
subject was current at one time. For tiie CD. mentions the names 
of the following : Caturanga-paddhati, Divya- 
mSlika (or Malika), Yamala, Bharata« 
But none of these works unfortunately are available. The 
only available text on C. other than the CD. is the Caturahga- 
tarahglnl mentioned before. Our text, besides referring to works 
named above, mentions the following persons as authorities on 
the game : 

Vyasa, Yam a, Pitamaha ( Brahma ? ) , 
Gautama, Bhrgu, Mann, Bsyaf^rhga, 
Agastyu, Mahamanu, PitSmaha-Manu, 
Jabala, YSjhavalkya, MiiSra, Gurucarana. 
In none of the available Puranas and similar works we come 
across any infoimation connecting any of these names with C. But 
it is, however, possible that writings on C. ascribed to these 
authorities have been lost to us. 

52. According to the colophon of the Ms. Mahamaho- 
jiadhyayn Sulapani is the author of the CD. But we have already 
pointed out that he should be considered merely the compiler of 
the metrical portion of the text. Bulapani’s date is fairly certain. 
He was a Smrti-nUiawIhakara of Bengal and flourished in the 
15th century. His other works are seveial ViveJeaa e. g., the 
^uddhi-viveka, tiie SiSddha-viveka etc. ( For an account of 
Sulapapi see JABB for 1915, pp. 336-343 and P. V. Kane, 
‘History of Dharmai^stra’, Poona, 1930, vol. I, pp. 393f). Raghu- 
nandana (16th century) considerably exploited the works of his 
famous predecessor while writing his several Tattvas. Hence it is 
only natural that some thirty-four couplets of the CD* are found 
in the Tithitattva of this author. 



Appendix to tho Introduction 


K^Bipapada seems to be no other than Kanupa, Kanha or Kt^^tcirya ; 
he 6oiirisfaed at a time prior to 1200 A. C. (S. K. Chatteiji, 'The Origin and 
Development of the Bengali Language', §63). The following caty^tla 
of K^a, according to the opinion of Dr. Muhammad Shahidyllah [ aifoel 
Stei, (f) ] and others, contains a leference to the game of chess : 

CW* 

^5^ I «IP II 

Sfl (?ffel 

®«llfil ^ II Jp II 

c«t1^ ’i?rt1^( I ^ 

Mirror cstf^ I jp II 

^ W9I H <Sp II 

c^lil c»iC II -ip I 

(H. P. Shastri, 'Bauddha gan-o-doha’, Calcutta, 1323 B.E., p. 2a). 

The diief olyection to Dr. Shahidullah’s view comes from the word 
dua, whidi cannot mean anything other than a tkrow (/ two in a game 
involving the use of dice. We do not know of any two-handed chess combined 
with diioe* The next objection is about the interpretation of the word 
matii whiqh Dr. Shahidullah likes to derive from maitin in opposition to 
the Skt, commentary to the eary^ada which translated it with matya. The 
phonetic difficulty in Dr. ShahiduUah's derivation is so great that one will 
hardly find it acceptable and hence we have no reason to rgect the view 
of the commentator who seems to have had a very dear idea of the game 
referred to in the The preface to the commentator's exposition 

oftheeeryd (punarapitam evdrtham dyuta-krlHa-dhyamsHa 
pridtafkayanH Krja^io^a-p^d^..^ shows that the game referred to was a 
d^awhfifd. We have seen before that the game of Caturahga wv elio 
described as sudi. All these seem to point to the copdusion that Kqpapida 
in his MtTd referred not to chess but to CaturaAga. 



SANSKRIT TEXT 




.«ni 

• ® ■ 

liw •«iv<sfw II \ II 

gft ^Eiii a I 5iiw*w:3 <;.n*i^«@5(l. *♦ 
< a*inH 3*IRn^^ ^ cRI^ I ?WWT — 

3^ 5Bfc^w- ?i: OTg, ^ 

sfefesr I o?n^ ag; ^— 

^#iir ^ sn^ gpsife: I 

&rl^ll ^ II 

wf winrf #S!W 

ffii^ <r^‘° wiwiw:^i»nfit II ^ II 

1. ms. -!f. 2. ms. 3- -1R* 3a. ms. 

4. ms. ^. 5. ms. miRo. 6. ms. 7- ms. 3P^3R. 

3. ms. VHIVI* 9. ms. 10. ms. il^*. 


^ H « II 

v’ iI,ti^G Hi<^*i ; <w^ I 

«rt dttiSflK^ft' S^iHur* sfirffc II y. II 

15J %55^ I 

^1 w ‘ ideiiw^* ww J«ll n’4IW*H.' II 

qrf^: ii i h 

3^ — 

*arew^r^ ^ ^ ^ affe ?rft^ i 

^ji a ^(?)3W «WT II vs II 

siw! 3ara — 

3HB| <W^I^ iVlsM^I 5 1 

^f^i^ ^Rn a^in ii ^ ii 
qrf aftnw? 4i^,v^ wnro 

aT[/3]ft *R a^K-V I 

fafet 3^3# II ^ II 

— 

■w.fllM ^ *1^ I 

g6^ n fl^itrsir "’s^nt ferar* ti t® h 

|fii ■Wfttivi a5ITRl HFWv I 

la ms* ^QlFpS* 2* ms* ^* u^s* *90** 4* ms* ^m^a^F* 
5* smiBi'r* 6* 6 <if ^vf* 7* ms* na^Av* 8* ^cnS* 
9. ms* adds M|iu» 10* 8 qfintP JW ^m:* 



^ THIF 1 

qrf ^ 8^ g H 

|fil «F 5 lf 5 T md?fdL I [ ^ 3 TO 5 1 * 

m\A4 % *n. w i 

^ 3^ u II 

ffiri 

^ LiT-iiE** EivO^ix? ^nfii ^inni^* I 

TO ^ mfil TO II II 

^rfii v H I 

OTfw I] 

wi«w^i 4 pi'SHt'W II H 

I «M*HWMSWI — 

iti^iw g^lf>^*g I 

% ,W^ ^^•»itE>^Cii«l»K'T- II II 
^ TO??? I sil^J, gro^ >51, 

TO!?* ^UTO^IJ, *vi I 
TO— 

MHHi^ «icwi' «i ^ gPiftW I 
TOT ^^nrR 91^ 5rr^ w -Pa ?* n h # 

1. S 5. 2. ms. ti^i, M.'Siannq qis:. 

8. HIS. q;^. 4 ms. avagralia only for «|. 4a. ms. »«H ! v. 
5. ms. OBiitB this hemistich ; it has been taken from d. 6. — 
*511(1 iftM^lllll*. 7. ms. %?. 8. B «|. 


w^4im[2«]T^pn ^vs II 

^ i Wfi9S9^ ‘aiRiFi 

HJ^Hlfrl*IHw ^Riv.'-' * I* 

M’] P#^l] 3^ 

^WRfRI^ *W?IT W 5WT 

^ I l/fiLSilft few^ilTfRqTR I 

*Ri,*«i^ *15^01 ^niT I 

^WWdL^'J^^ ^ acat ;.*>»kwlII II 

?WITI^?li5T ^53|t ^ II II 

V^«ni 1— 

n<; itr ti4aitii«i ^ ;>»<i<i*ill H 

?wir. ^>*ili 5f < iwW I 

infe^s^TOJ— 

«f ^f3I^«Wv^ *|3n3LI 

Mniirni w II M II 

^ ^*11“ *1^ ^ ^<T. I 

1. 6. fVCnre. ms. ^^ancK THi:. 2. ms. *11. 8. ms. 

4 . ms* ^snH. 5. ms. |q4<«^. 6. ms. 9 

^ iHNRi ^4^ fw *i cw4Hr I tmiR^ n cn 

for ^f.;^^!.«g^ar'****in|PiAv«. ‘ * 


swfv Iw^ 5^5! iw ;w* sRifir w w II 
wwr WRf*nl[sft] *1^ 5? -LC/z^i 
^ 5T ^hr^’ fft 
I* a’^w iMi^i^i^iKwil. I 
3H^ ^rwC — 

^ jwnMf ^rwjR ^ II II 

^ ^ ^ KiaKi rT?T 

(li!!d ^ I 

' Ll '*l*fl •ft •l>TO^ f^PEI^ I 
^1 visj [2d]^ ^ W* IR«II 

ffii «fRWfw^ifr7 ’wfirs qqRWR tr- 

^visi w dSqiM^i •? 3 ^N- 
mk^v , ^ 3 [3f]>^<fi WRq?ITS»^tOT^t® I 
■ I* ^fTj ' awL^, qi i 

ww' w «snH wh gs*^ II II 

ffil wWl 

1. ms> -f!<IT> 2. ms. -iTiqil. 3. ms. aKPi. 4 ms. 

5. ms* n: fil* 6* ms* atra 7. ms. |ji^ 

mmwM «H. 8. laifir. 


^ ^U H H 

5?af5i5i ^irwuw^i 

•n^ ^ fft ’irf iiMKa’’ H n 

<fsn;^ttn: qrf H V || 

ffil TO ^ 5ir^ Ki TO ^TO *ih[# 

I* ii^^iiftrfA *TO<iF , 

^ JRlrot, fiF5 <M: ,»SRqW^ 

^TO* ‘*i^ ^ [?^] ^ WKa’’* 3W ^l^rajTO’'- 

I* [ ] I* q^vi^ TO 

. •T1«iJ®*, ^ TOfRt I 

TOWt <F«i^‘ TO ^ 51 SndJ I 
wir^ w^w«i>^ II R5. H 

uKw ffe I ‘TO*’ TOITO ITO !♦ wH 

^51^1 

ft lft^i^^ ITO^I 
^2^ «i»i*ri^ sqroif toA TO II II 

1 . mB. ^Ev(*l^ 2. ms. n^Rd. 3. ms> ■Blf* 4< ms. n. 
4ti> 'iH||Cmf~. 6. ms. TOT- 5a. ms. adds 6. lA^. 
7» lUBa • 




^ IV^ ^SS9^sf7 ^ n H 

jiL:xt fiP^ i|^ [liw ii«]* 5 t 

fmA [ 

■ «i^i HiRfl ftlft SIRF3iflfem.ll H 
om«e|T|«nr [TO] wv»n TO^I fip^ 
^ifil ?I5^ fip^if TOI^ TOftP^ W«I5 
fipsfe^ \* ftpg totA •! 

Hwa TO fe^ 1 ^l;is ^ifiig 

TO^f TO 5! fe^ I 

3W siiroiTOf — 

if “WWW fip^ I 

5T ^ TO W*T ^5f«rt min \\ n 
^ ^ ^n^r* •! j[i«Hif\ TO ^nro? I 

TO TO TO^ I TO fe?h: I ®[6r]TO^ 
5f TO^I 

TO^ 3^ froR ^ ^m(TO>3[l 
ftro ffif fi^idi TOTOTO qwTO ii ii 

^ wHir TO^feroi^ ^“iCkiLir ftro ’sro to 

TOITOI5 [ 


1. ms. omits fipwni, see note 3. 2. ms. 3. This 

suggests ^V^nv in ^. 32. 4. ms. iQliif. R. ms. 6. [x]« 

V [x] ^ 7. ms. Mri4C|:. 8* ms> 9> ms* 



^i?R> TRF^bi^ WW^qm I 
m^M qinqti I II II 

ffil oMiwwr qqlq9^ «,5^inw I n^vim 
I ?WWT fi|J®l *^^nqq ^N- 

WWf ^[i4qi 3W * iiPaniS^fewfil ^ [j3]TO“ 
^ [’n^] ^ I* Sfiisi^ 

” ilttt^^lw* w M »IWMTI- I* 

’Ji.iji» I* ‘wH’K^JpwirwtWf ^tMinlfl g?- 

(• <4^IW "">il»n'**li«4iim. I 

n^«i4q.i 

q{i«W- yi ^ II II 

ffil ^ ®l<fti I I 

^^m^ r I 

*^niT « ^IF^ <«'^r ^ I 

■^"wwiqsh Is^'S^ I 

II ^vs II 

!■ 2* ms* 3* ms. 4. ms. 

reads V after this, but it spoils the metre of the quoted verse. 
6. ms. wmot 6. ms* oq* 6a. ms. wnvii4ini\ . 7* ms. q^lilq* 
8* This line is rqieated in the ms. 



^ ^ srr^ ^ 

* 8 ftiNfir [^] ^ 5 w^i 

nrwTWT I I 

?pSfcfr 5rt ^ ?wr ^ ii ii 

^ — 

^l'«WI^ ^ ^5*1 •! I 

n ^5. II 

UHiii - ^ «i>i4i V SR? w I 

[ j^svinif^ ^ w ihjoii 

ffil ^ftwRT ^xTid cRT 5?^ 

I 3?^Rlft^ ^ 5^* •? I 

“m4 \4.d\ cli^WT ^idN^ wfe I 

d ^ 5n& S(W ?!9? ^Pil^ ^ fipsp? 
ig* ^ ft«R $?H3f |« ^'' I 

«lft5n?TOl9KN!^SR?^^t^ 

5! wa ^ qnJRcft ^"kK w I I 

II II 

1. mS’ ^wwrr. 2. ms. ^n^i. 3* ms- inftft*n* 3a. ms. 
4. ms. 5. ms. \ W 6. ms- 

7. ms*iBij|f. 



t* 

H MW w siw^Ri 

ipi •! 5 I 

TRiT gRiftT I 

?RF W 7iw ^ V MtfTiH II II 

Tf3|T ^ W^ w *iw TO I 

li[^ fl^. II II 

'si'fi^ticii^LiiitiK^** I SfesRg lii^iM 

u wiwJ I cl^ i5;«i:i;^l I 

TO3 — 

qrf TO^t^ I 
TO fii^lW TO ^ cl^^ll II 

TO ra clw ^ TRIT I 

TO ^dro* II II 

Iffil 3TOTO5TT5TOT y<I^n)iR ^ifep^ 

?|SrI** ^SiI^ TO5TOTO ^TOT** I 

^ "TO ^ ^TOIJ:' I 
TOftfil ^ ”TO TO 'TO II ^ ^ II 

1. ms* (^««ir* 2* ms. 9RFi* 3* S 4* ms* i|i|^> 

for y|<N|ll whidi is in S* 5* ms. ^iqo. G. S 

adds <1*4 ^RW?^ HTH^* 7. ms* -sq* 8* ms. fqqR|. 

9* ^ ®ftw* 10. ^ qq. 11. ms.-q^^. 12. S q^. 13. 6 q^. 



^ ^ [^] 1^-y. MU'iKi 

TO TOI ^“<raii I 

^ TOT To I 
ftS’^T 95?ITO?^5PT «vs II 

[^^jTOrfif 3W:* I 

TOTOI ^r?T ?RIT ^Nl«i mf^c| I 

^5^ TO ^ ^v2«i*lll II 

3ira^ ?¥ITO 5i$sft ’?rf^rn«^n^«i»rav TORf- 

^ f^WTO^^5ng[, ^Igwwfi TO 

I ^ I Sfro 3T^ 

^1 " 

*S?wj — 

TO RtTO^ ^Pjjn^ ti^iwni I 

?T 5 l^^fw ^ II II 

■ >9 ■ •S 

Sll^t ?l?^^ 5^l?j^ I 

^ tot ? i^^T ^M+fi^v^nv II II 
ffe ^TOi ^ TO ^I^TO 

^ ^ 3 I ’Tnif ?FTO^ SFN^ I /HWI- 
TO^I 

^TTOT TO Snrot TT% I 

<ftqT ^^HimM^i4^ II \L^ II 

1. ms* oq;|R^. 2- ms* fl3T* 3* ms* 4!9^* 4* ms* -sri* 
5* ms* ng*. 6t ms. 



ffe 

k^ ^ li¥i^ I 
?I^JWT sito: — 

3fe?^ ^ ^131^4 I 

4/sW 5. ’1^ 3!F?ft ;ftrl«r ^1^®IT I 

t^Sl^«RSK’# 11 V.^ II 

ffil ^^ir ^TTcii TbU'*!! fT 

^l^nr 5 ^- 

I* rnit^w^wj I 

®[ 4^L To ^ w *<1^ I 
^ TF3IT % THfR A ] II II 

sqm:— 

5|qifi8 qqr ttsit qi/^w gfqfe 1 

riqr qr^sft .•^^1 qft® ^ q T^* IIVL^II 

[5«] q^^r7 nsir qfq - Mi^ cT?r 

HT— 

qr I 

fipqq qqSfT ^ II yy> II 

1< ms. (VlSAnnwi. 2. ms. "‘^SX^. 3. ms. HR. 3a. ms. 
^VQRV ^PRTR. 4« ms. 4i!r. 5. This couplet is from ^ 6. ms. 
CUT for 7. ms* in|%. 8. ms. g. 9. ms. 



^ 5T wV. II H II 
'.cmui^ '•I’SK^ ^ Ri*"^^ ^Ri cm>€( 

^fei^i 1 3W [ ^ 54 [ ^] siFi^ 

§5^P •l»'n l||^^ ^5^ ^1^^ «l*l»^f 

^snrf 5f 5 fe^?T^fipsi^ ftwrt 

^WiC 315TO Tl% ^ SWlferVIJ^qv;.-. I 

"Sid 3?n^*— 

g ^ ^igforar 11 ^vs 11 

«RT I 

^ESRTsr:^ sTTf qro^f* 1 

^ ^ II V.C II 

fpftri ^ M<i'»i**® sA^wifrf 

(h^^I «nnpj^r <)^rl cITT ii'dw 

P I* m'^^V 1 •11*1^- 

inwn^nmR^j® 1 1 

^W ’^nw^ 9WRT jr-tfiis ai^ I 
PW 5m ^ II II 

1. msi Wf> 2. ms. ipj. 3. ms. 4. ms. 

I||un. 5. ms. 4[9. 6. ms. fVflSIT. 7. ms. ->4. 8. ms. -^i^ih ra** 
9. ms. cmn^t 10. 6 o^i'Ciw^ v mii 





9IWMI ^»(qfji^ '^nnraf ww. g<ih ii u 

^ w iw w si^ si ^r-iw I 
^« • • • • • • • • • • • • . • J 

’fciT*fi<iTRnri[ 5 ^]^K fd II II 

sra^TRL 3iqr5R«n ^ i toot 

Mcirg^^ I 
sii^m^i ; jiftOTJ — 

^ qi^Hr cOT I 

TOT? •? ^25 *?fP^ II II 

I 

W— 

^ OT^^W ? I 

II II 

% 1^*1 ^1^ ^T «l OT& TOft 

W spW I ,n4 ill ^7i a ^nWJ I 

5? fft jftOT^^nqa- II II 
sifesi^fwT TO?W — 

qfew TO ^51^ qfq I 

1 . ms. QiVtflf. 2. ms. I^3li«ii<iraau' V*. S* ms. iflWT'*. 
4t ms. Qiqji' 5. ms. 6i ms* 7 • mSs 



*[ <|n>w4 ^ ] H II 

‘•T? ’aLUCC^ir' ^Ftoi^r ^ 

I 

^ Mftft JraiT ^ I 

5T g qgq^ ;|q n^^n 

®[ srrf^ q3a^ ^^cRaro 

Fnw II ^vs II 

^ ^ ^ •nfef ^i+^i8* ^ I 

m ?1^PT ^ ^ swRiql II II 

?fi!5ine:i I 

^4 — 

TOT ^^jblij&7 II ^5. II 
^* 1 !#?? I to: tot I fir: TOT 

I Rl^i I TO&5W TOT o«n^f^A I 
’irf ®f«^iti»i«l>iJl PITOTS* TJ^ ^!T^ I 
WiiW ^TTOT8* 5T TOTI^ II 'So II 

.^sHl^TOn^l [<5<7 ]siIi^^ ^^I'TOre* TO^TO 

1. S adds this and reads -cn9ir<1^. 2. y|^ qpl^ ms. 

dSTV ^fjp. 3. S 51 9<(Cnll *W?^ *1 5f^W'* 4 . ms. 

5. This couplet occurs in S. 6. ms. *1^01)41119:. 
7# ms. ^ 8« ms. 





M 

\ 

. Wt I 

%<fii^ia M vs^ II 

^ ^IWT ?R*T 

’“^Nsi^gsq^i ^^gcwg t^# !T ft I 
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TRANSLATION 




SOLAPlNI’S 


CATURANGADTPIKA 

Om. FSalutatlon to Gancsa. 

1. Bowing to Hari’s feet which jin* like 
lotnsGK sun-oumlod hy humming hoes Sulapani 
composes this maniLal {(^Ijnka) of Caturafiga (the 
game of four-liandcd dice-chess). 

By the tradition carried tlirougli Janamejaya, Sfita, Paksin 
(or ‘the Bird’), Narada and Yiidhisthira, tlie game of Caturanga has 
come into vogue in tliis world. Janamejaya enquii'ed about this 
of Sufci and tlie latter communicated to liim what he heal’d from 
Vyasa. In the days of yore the son of an ascetic {mmi) being 
under a curse was horn as a bird {inihiii ). This hml or Paksin 
described the game to Indr.i ; and Narada saw the latter playing 
the game and descrilied it to Yiidhisthira. Afterwards Yudliisthini 
questioned Vyasa about the game. Now listen to wliat the latter 
sage (Vyasa) said. 

I. The Caluranga through Middle Persian Catinn^ Modern Persian 
Siitiiinj\ is the ancestor of the modern game of chess. For details see the 
Introduction. 

Dipitii (lit. a small lamp) means a 'guide', ‘manual’, or ‘Leitfaden’. 

For details of Sulapiiiii’s life and time see the Introduction. The 
mythical story given here about the origin of the game occurs, as far as we 
know, in none of the extant Puriinas and Epics. The game of Caturaiiga 
as it is to be played for stake can be called a dwia (see 43, 47 and 50 etc.). 
And it has been so styled in V a ni ^ a m a n i ’s Caturaiiga- 
t a r a li g i n i (see H. P. Shastri, A Catalogue of the Palraleaf & Selected 
Paper MSS. belonging to the Darbar Library, Nepal, Cal. 1905. Vol. I p. 168), 
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Janamcjayn said : 

2. gracious sage, tell me in detail about 
the deed by Avhieli Yndliistliira attained pros- 
perity ” 


The fact that Yiidhisthira of the MahSbhSrata played dy^Uo 
with his enemie-' the Kurus seems to point to the genuineness of tlie s' cry 
which connects this epic hero with the early history of the game. The 
question of the relation between the Caturanga and the akm-dyvta has been 
discussed in the Introduction. The CT. too connects Yudhisthira as well as 
Indra, Siva, Visnu and Vyasa (or Veda-Vyiisa) with the Caturafu’a in the 
following passage : 

‘‘In which (game) kings like Yudhisthira (lit. born of Dharma) took 
delight and likewise did Indra (lit. king of the gods), Vi-^nu (M.ldhava) and 
Siva (lit. the lord of Umii). All this has been rcpoitcd by Vyn^a in his 
Ifil/usa (i.e., the Mahiibh^rata)’’. The CT. further writes as follows : 

i(\w II 

*‘In the days of yore, the game which is named Caturangak"?, has 
been described by the calm sage Dhaumya to Yudhisthira during his exile”. 
The story of Jiiva’s connection with the origin of the Caturanga lias 
been drawn from the S k a n d a P u r il n a . It is said there that on 
the first day of the bright half of the month of KTrtika 

Mahe 4 vara (=Siva) played the game (dyfifta) and since then this game was 
current in this world (see S. Vidyalankar, Jivan“-kosa, p. 1695). Names 
of Indra, Visnu, Vy isa in connexion with the game do not seem to occur in 
any of the extant Puriinas or Epics. 

2. One knowing the story of the Mahiibharata will not perhaps agree 
with our author who ascribes Yudhi-^hira’s ultimate prosperity to djv/a. 
But gambling with alJ its faults may be said to develop in the players a 
power of standing the freaks of fortune with a calm spirit — a virtue which 
should be considered very valuable for a man bent on adventure for the sake 
of prosj3erily. 




L - J 




Buta said : — ' 

3. “O the best among men, once a ’bird 
{j/ah'nii) (s\mv to Indrsi’s court in heaven and 
accosted the loixl of gods thus : 

-t. ‘O magnanimous Indra, the best (lit. 
tiger) among the gods, play the game that I am 
going to descrilKj’ ; (for) listen, O the best among 
men, it gives eveiything that one may desire. 

5. O the best among men, Narada the 
CHilestial sage listened to the words of the bird 
veiy carefully and repesited them to Yudhisthira. 

G. Glad to hear this Yudhisthira at once 
invited the sages like Vyasa and others to play 
the game with huu. (And after he had come) the 
king said to Vyasa the great sage (as follows) 

Yudhis&mi said : 

7. “0 the sage, descnlx* to me the game 
which is playe<l on a hojiitl with (gi’oin>s of) eight 
squaivs jind tell me in details how tlie Caturaji 

OCCUI’S.” 

4. Sarv.i-kiitna-phahi-prada ‘ful 611 ing all sorts of desires.’ This is only 
a figurative way of saying th.it the game is very fascinating. 

7. Ai^i-koMu does not directly mean a square board with 64 small 
squares. The CT. which is 11101 e explicit on this point describes the game 
board as follows : 

“(Two sets oO nine (straight) lines are to be drawn, (one) vertically 
and (the other) hori/xintally. And thus will come into being a game board 
within which will be many svastikas (crosses)”. See Ditigram i . 

It is due to the number of squares being multiples ol eight (<i.s'(<i) that 
the game board was called an aMupada as in the K ii m a y a ii a etc. 
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The Cataranyorixuldhati too (says) : 

12. “0 king, the pawn moves by a throw of 
five and the king too moves similarly, and by (a 
throw of) four the elephant moves and by (a 
throw of) three the horse and by (a throw of) two 
the boat.” 


firw finf w I 

fira*. ii 

fsrfvw u 

»wriw^(v) i 

dice should be made and they should contain the marks of the 
sun. On one side of them should be a pair of them and on another three 
and on the third side four and on the fourth &vc. From a combination of 
these four there will arise ten sets. 2 + 2, 2 + 3, 2 + 4, 2 + $; 3 + 3, 3 + 4, 
3+s ; 4 + 4 . 4+s ; s+s”. 

Al-Beruni too mentions two dice but the figures on the dice according 
to him are i, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6 (ed. Trllbner 1910, p. 184}. But of these six 
figures cue and six are blank (i. e., do not count as such). In case the 
dice show one the player takes onc^ and instead of six he takes four 
(ibid). From this variation of the Al-Benini’s game we may assume that 
it was the Gaturanga of a different school. 

But whatever may be the significance of the variation in marks on 
the dice we have no means of exactly knowing how the possible throws were 
utilized by the players. But it seems that more than one piece and most 
probably two pieces could be moved after a particular throw, though the 
player might have the option of moving only one piece instead of two 
(see 25 and Notes on it). 

The value of throws required for moving the different pieces are except 
on one point similar to that described by Al-Beruni (p. 184). For, according 
to him one instead of five moves the pawn or the king. But a little earlier 
he says “of the numbers of the dice five and six are blank (i. e., do not 
count as such).” In that case if the dice show five or six the player takes 
instead of the and /oKr instead c*f the six (ibid). Thus it seems 
that the five of the CD. was equivalent to the one of Al-Beruni’ s game, 
but the CD. ignores six and so does CT. (see Notes on 11). 
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13. ‘The king can move to the next square 
(lit. passing one square) in every direction. The 
pawn moves (to tlic squai’e) in its front but it 
can capture a piece plac*ed in (squares next to) its 
front cornel’s.” 

14. ‘The elephant, O king, can move at 
its will (to the next square) in four cardinal 
directions. [The horse {lurarntjuunt ) moves 
sideways (to the next square) after crossing tliiw 
squares ] ; the ])oat moves aslant two squares at 
a time, O Yudhisthira.” 

13. Al-Beruni describes in detail the movement of the elephant, 
which, however, is not clear (see the Introduction). The movements of other 
pieces were similar to that of similar pieces in the Caturanga (or four- 
handed dice-chess) described in our work (Murray, pp. 57-58). See 
Diagrams 3, 8, 9, 1 1 and 12. 

14. According to A 1 Beruiii ‘‘they move the elephant straight on and 
not to the other sides one square at a time like the pawn and to the four 
corners also one square at a time, like the queen (firsau). They say 

that there five squares are the places occupied by the trunk and the 

f« ur feet of the elephant” (p. 183). See Diagram 4. But according to 
the CD., the elephant can move to any of the four squares at its front 
back, right and left. In the interpretation of this passage occurring in the 
Tithitattva Murray has been misled by his predecessors, f(»r 
dik in caturdiksu means only the four cardinal points of the compass. 
The movement of the elephant as given in the CD. exactly tallies with 
that given by the Arabian A 1 -A d 1 i (8.J0 A. C.) in his writing of 
the Hindu Chess (Murray, p. S^). The CT., however, records a different 
movement for the elephant and it is as follows : 



II 

“The elephant moves, one square at a time, to any square (lit. any- 
where) straight or cornerwise, (lit, aslant).” The movement of the elephant 
as available from R u d r a t a ’ s K il v y ii 1 a m k a r a (v. 16) tallies 
with this. Sec Diagram 5. (For mcire about the passage in question, 
see the Introduction). Of the different movements of the elephant this 
seems to be the latest, (For details see the Inf rodni lion). 
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of the enemy or of his ally). If one who is conver- 
sant with the Dharma (Smrti or law) will ever 
do like that, one will incur a sin.” 

The above dictum requires that one should never place an 
el^hant f^ to face with another elephant. 

Yama (says) : 

22. "If any one, O king, puts even by 
mistake an elephant before another elephant one 
incurs thereby the sin of killing a Brlhmami.” 

Thus one should not move even by mistake an elephant 
when no secure position is available for it. That the MitliUa 
school, inspite of their knowledge of the fact that no dJie(fi (?) is 
to be applied even when a piece is captunnl, move a piece between 
two (rival) elepLants, is to be ascribed to their wi'ong understanding 
of die rules of the game (lit. ‘vomitdng due to their indigestion in 
the shape of ignorance’). 

On account of this, Vyasii (says) : 

23. “A sw'ker of religious merit, O king, 
should not move, even by mistake, a piece 
between die two elephants.” 

Fi'om the above dictum it is implied that even when the 
tlu'ow has made a piece between two elephants available for move, 
the same should not be moved. 

2 k When a throw has made a horse avail- 
able for movement and any position is not 
available for it, then move the pawn before the 
king and put it in the place of the latter. 

22. The difTeience of the Mithill school from that of Bengal deserves 
notice. 

23. This shows that to avail of any throw was not compulsory for 
the player. 

24. This shows that the player could paitially utilize a throw e, g., 
the throw being of 5 + 3 he might, if he liked, avail of only 3 or only 5. 
The peculiarity of the Mithila school deserves notice. 



[ 11 ] 

According to the above words of Gautama we are to under- 
stand that, when after a throw of tliree and five no room is avail- 
able for the horse one should then put it in the place of the pawn 
moved from before the king. But the pawn in the comer should 
not be moved for (accomodating) the horse ; for this latter pawn is 
another horse in its place. The Mitliila school, however, considers 
such a move(?) necessary. The same tiling is to be understood 
in similar other circumstiuices. 

Gautama says : 

yf). "When theii' two pietr'. (will be avail- 
able for move) to a single sqmiiv and there exists 
position for only one of them, then the supeiior 
piece should be movetl. In c.i'.e of the throw of 
five and thixx*, the throw ol five should always be 
consideivd suiierior to that of thi-ee.” 

(In tlie Ma^ilca) Vyasa also says : 

2(5. “0 Yudhisthira ( Pariha ), when the 
throw of five and thi'ce has occurred and there is 
one position for both the numbei's, the piece 
available for move by the throw of five, should 
be moved, bec*ausc the throw of five is superior 
to the throw of three (lit. should move five because 
of its superiority).” 

From these words it is to he understood that whenever there 
is any throw of thivc and five, tlie throw of five should be used for 
moving a piece suid not the throw of three ; for the former is a 
superior throw. We should do likewise in similar circum- 
stances. In the naturahgetriHuhIhati too the same instmetions 
have been given. 


35-26. This probably shows that two pieces of a player might stay 
in one square. 
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27. “O Yudhisthira, when the two diflferent 
pieces, be they superior or inferior, ore available 
for capture in a square, capture one that has weight 
(i. e., is superior). 

28. This rale is to be applied everywhere 
in cose of elephant, horee, pawn and boat. But 
in case of the elephant and the king (being avail- 
able at the same time), O, one may capture which- 
ever one likes.” 

From this dictum it is implied that when two pieces are 
available for capture one which is superior of tlie two should be 
captui'cd. Between elephant and the hoi-se tlie former is the 
superior one, but between the king and tlie elephant the player may 
exercise option in capturing. Heiv tlu*ix* is n(> Saudhi in iKiiitiirniim 
yain'in^am yatra iti pai'tha maijeritam, iKHjaiise that would have 

spoiled the metre. Sandhi is due to the option of tlu In fact 

the elephant is to be killed, for it has superiority over other pieces. 

29. “The elephant, O best of the king.s, is 
sui)erior to other pieces each of which sevendly is 
superior to the piece next to it.” 

(The expression) ‘this should lie known’ completes the sense. 
'EkniaK means taking them one by one (f. <•., severally). (From 
this intei’pretation we understond that) between the ))o:it and the 
pawn the former is verily (superior). 

In the Halil'S, (occurs the following) : 

30. “The intelligent man should everywhere 
capture or ohstract (some piece). But listen to 
me, 0 Yudhisthira, I am telling you the manner 
in which one should proceed in these matters. 

27-28. Any attack being possible in such a square, one is to kill the 
superior piece. 

30. The verb bindA does not occur in any list of roots. It must be a 
^alectal alternative of the root bandA 'to catch’, 'to ensnare’, 'to capture* 
etc., and must have the same meaning. 
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31-32. On finding a superior piece one 
should always obstruct it, if by so obstnicting 
one can break through the obstruction offered by 
one’s enemy for one’s ownself or for one’s ally. 

But one should not obstnict (rdl the) opponents 
(at a time). Otherwise (lit. in the absence of 
this) one may obstruct them. Vyasa has said 
that one should not deliberately offer any 
obstruction.” 

From the above words of Vyasa it appears that when the 
forces of one’s own and of one’s ally liave been obstructed tmd they 
are to be delivered from this obstruction, then one should make 
efforts for tlie break up of the obsti'uction ; but in that case one 
should not offer obstruction to all the enemy’s forces. But 
when there is no ch.ince of bresiking up the obstruction then one 
should offer counter-obstruction to all the enemy’s forces ; and when 
one is able to capture any piece of the opponent one should not 
obstruct it. 

An exception to the above rule has been laid down by Bhi^ 

thus : 

33. ‘There is no harm in obstructing any 
piece that can be cuptuixnl. But there is no need 
for being friendly to it (fifterwaixls)’. 

From the above wonls of Bhrg;u we have that, when some 
piec-e cannot be captured it may be obstructed. This is 
hai’inlesR. The ally’s force cannot be obstructed. 

34. If by tlie capture of a piece obstruction 
occure for the ally then, O Yudhisthira (lit. son of 
Fandu), it is called tlie Balaghata. 

From the above worels wo Lave that when by capturing the 

32. The form ghhtiium for hanium is bad grammar. 

33. The forQi bendimm is from the root bindh. See notes on 30 
above. 
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enemy’s forces, tliat of one’s ally have met obstraction, then it will 
be called the BalSghahi. 

35. ‘O the best of the kings, the superior 
forces should never be placed in a critical position. 

If they are plaml like this one will incur the sin 
of killing a Brahmnna. If, however, one is forced 
to plac'e them in a critical position, then one 
should .see that some superior piece (of the 
opponent) is captured by it’. 

From the above words of Vyasa it is to be understood 
that the superior pieces should never Ik.* plaml in a position open 
to danger. The king, the elephant and the horse ai*e superior pieces. 
When the enemy’s king together with his ally, as avcU as the lioi*se in 
front of the pawn at the corner is moved, one should captiii’c this 
horse even if then* is a throw of live in favour of the player. The 
school of Mithila capture the hoi*se in that c.ise on the strengUi of 
the dictum ‘Tf, however, they (superior pieces) are to Ik* placed 
in a critittil jjosition then some sui^rior piece of the enemy should 
lie captiu’ed.” "This, however, is a mistake on the part of the author 
of the Catin-atKjit.jKtihlhiti'^ says Gurucarana; for, the quoted dictimi 
lacks authority. They (i. e., the !Mithila school) ai’e not to do 
whatever pleases them. 

3G. If the two picc'es of the ally of the 
enemy have simultaneously become available for 
captui-e then these two pieces are to be captured at 
the expense of a pawn ; for the two pieces are 
superior to the pawn, which is of less value tlum 
one (major) piece (haJa). 

35. captor's (base bendht^. MithiLVs peculiarity should 
again be noted. Gurucarana mentioned here seems to be the author 
of the prose portion of the CD. 

36. This shows that sometimes pieces of an ally also could be 
captured (lit. killed). But there is nothing astonishing in this for the 
game being one fit for princes thoroughly follows political maxims. For 
Kamandaka writes : — 
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From the above instruction of Yama it is to be understood 
that the two pieces should be captured. The same explanation holds 
good every whore. 

37. The king, the elephant as well as the 
horse can capture die enemy’s pieces after averting 
attack. Even if thei-o is any want of position, O 
the be.st of the kings, by captuiing one gets a 
piece. As Yama laid down this nile the piece in 
question should be captured. 

From the above words of Yama we are to understand that 
in spite of one’s w'ant of position one should capture a major piece 
wlien it is available for capture. The Mithilii school styles this 
sort of capture as /Vta/a or s/i'ioaaw. These are words belonging 
to the speech of the rural people. 

(The same sort of rule has) also (lieen laid down) in the 
Ciititraiiyo-paihlhnti. 

38. “O king, the wise have laid down this 
order of moving the pit^-es. An intelligent person 
should move his piece only after the three 
positions have been sumyed.” 

wajsji ftsu »” 

n” 

Nilisua (\’^eiikate 4 vara ed.) VIII. 72, 73. 

[ Tr. When the (expected) advantage has been obtained from an allj' 
and he turns faithlets, him one ought to punibh, and an ally who is very 
much treacherous should be killed , for, of the two he is woise. J 

[ Tr. Even when allies doing harm are more than one (lit. many) they 
should be shunned. ] 

36-37. These passages are obscure. It seems that some part of it has 
been lost. The repetition of the first line of 37 in the ms. gives rise to 
such a suspicion. 

38. ‘The three positions’ are evidently the possible attacks from three 

sides. 
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Similar (should be the procodurt*) in capturing a piece. 

39- “0 king, a piece should not be raised 
quickly in capturing another (piece). Looking 
to various possible difficulties one should suddenly 
move a piece. 

40. If by mistake, O Yudhisthira, there is 
anything amiss, tlion there will be many difficulties 
and one will incur a sin.” 

From the above nile it is to be understood that, when in 
capturing a piece of the enemy, thei’C is any chance of obstraction 
for an ally, then it should not be captured. And an ally should not 
captiu’e any piece of his ally as long Jis none of his own pieces has 
been caplnred. A similar rule applies in both cases. Imputing 
to it faults such as capture one should put a piece in that very 

place. Imputing there faults as thrw points of attack have 

been available. Similarly when two pieces have been available, or, 
when his (ally’s) pieces have been obstnictcd and the obstruction 
can be removed one should mnove it. Similar (should be 
the treatment) everywhere. If due to carelessness or through 
anger one should make a mistake, and one ciinnot find out any 
difficulty even when difficulties exist then one should inair sin. 

(The same mle is) also (avjiihible) in the Catnrawja-jKuliUidti. 

41. Tf the major pieces are obstructed then 
thei’e will be a grt'at gain on the part of the 
enemy. lienee, O king, remove the obstniction 
(of your pieces) and (befoi’C doing that) you should 
not capture the enemy's piece’. 

From these words (it is to be gathered that), as the enemy 
obstructing the superior force (attain gi-eat gain), one should remove 
obstruction first and should not attempt to kill enemy’s pieces 
before that- 

40. This pas<iage gives rule as to the capture of an ally’s piece. While 
himself unhurt one cannot capture an ally’s piece, or must find some fault 
with the ally before he can capture his piece. See notes on 36 above. 
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42. "When the king comes to occupy another 
king’s position then, O best of kings, it will be 
called the Simhd^ana. 

43. When the king attains Simlmsana after 
killing (another) king then the defeated party will 
have to pay the doable stake or the stake is one- 
fold (at the option of the victor).” 

The double amount means that ‘thirty-six (panas) will be 
carried.’ The Mitliila school understand by this ‘seventy-two 
( panas ).’ This is tlieir mistake. The position of the allied king 
is to be understood in this case. By ‘position’ in ‘another king’s 
position’ we are to understand even the position of his ally. 

Yama (says) : 

44. “When, O Yudhisthira, a king ascends 
the throne of an allied king, then iilso the 
Simhasana (takes place) and the fonner king 
commands all the forces of the latter.” 

According to tliis passage too thirty-six is the amount of 
the stake. 

42-43. Simh isana is of two kinds. One of them brings in double 
stake while the other single stake. The value of stake is fixed by convention 
which seems to vary according to schools ; for in the Bengal school double 
stake meant thirty-si \ panas or two rupees and four annas in modern money 
while in the MithiLI School the same was twice this amount. The Bengali 
commentator of the CD. here finds fault with the Mithilii School. We can 
well understand his attitude if we look to the following dicta of Manu. 

•fT^: I IV. 74. 

K\m I 

... ... ... 

vKiwv ^ w. wwSu II I 

WPl vui^siwi N VIII. 221, 223, 224. 

The above passages probably make an exception of the ritual game of 
Caturaiiga or the game itself has been connected with ritual after lawgivers 
like Manu have taken strong measures to suppress it. (For details on those 
points see Introduction). 

0—3 
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45. ‘‘When the enemy Ung having six 
positions tries to attain the Simhasana then he 
should be captured even if he is protected well.” 

From these words of Vyasa it is to be understood that 
when a king tries to enter together witli his forces the court of 
another king, then the former should be captured. 

46« When one’s own king is free while the 
three other kings have been captuied then there 
occurs the ( ^aturSji. 

From these words it is to be understood that when the three 
other kings have been ciiptuied while one’s own king is free there 
occurs the Catuniji* 

47. When the Catui^ji occuie for one king 
by his capture of another, then the amoimt of stake 
.should be doubled, otherwise it one-fold only. 

In this case the double amount means thirty-six pams. 

48. “When, O monarch, the king captures 
in the Caturaji another king from his (=the 
latter’s) own position, then the amount of stake 
will be fourfold”. 

Now this is the central idea here : that though there can be 
a victory in both ways, there is some display of superior force 
and security of position in attaining the other king’s throne as well 
as in capturing him. The an<alogy is to be followed in the game also. 
Here the fourfold stake means .seventy-two panax. The Mithila 
school too say this. 

Gautama (says) : 

49. “If in the course of the Simhasana the 
CaturSjl occurs then it will be the Caturaji and 
not the Simhasana”. 


46-48. CatQraj! has three varieties : superior, middle and inferior. 
The superior variety brings in fourfold stake : middle, double, inferior and 
single. Hence the superior CatBraji is the highest form of victory. 
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The same is to be anderstood everywhere. 

50. “If at the time of entrance, the Gaturaji 
is likely to occur, then accomplish the CaturSjl 
and you will win the twofold stake”* 

From these words (it is to be understood) that if the Caturajl 
occurs at the time of entering then it will be considered the Caturajl 
and not the entrance. The same nile is given in the Gatiiranga- 
paddhati, 

51. “When the two (other) kings are in your 
hand by the side of your king and one of them 
has been captm-ed by the enemy, then the other 
should be carried by your force”. 

From the above passage it is to be understood that if the 
two kings are by the side of your king and one of them has been 
carried off (captured) by the eneiny, then the remaining one should 
be captured by your force. In fact no open assault (Vukada-vakadi) 
can be effected in this way. 

For example, Vyasa (says) : 

52. “When a member of the force has 
stepped out, an expert in the game (of Caturariga) 
should act as follows : the three kings being in 
the hand and the other (i. c., the fourth) having 
been captured by the enemy and the open assault 
(Vakada-vakadi) having been declared (by the 
opponent) the king (of the enemy) should at once 
be captured.” 

From the above passage it is to be understood that there 
being in one’s hand the three kings and the remaining king, 'one’s 
own or ally’s, having been captured by the enemy and there being 
the declaration of Vakada-vakadi the (enemy) king should at once 
be captured. This is called the 
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53. [When the two kings are in Ihe hand 
and the other one is not in another’s hand then the 
king should capture a king by his personal attack]. 


54. “When the king is going to attain the 
NrpSk^^ O Yudhisthira, then he should be 
captured at once by an attack, if there is none to 
protect him.” 

Prom the .above woids it is clear that when an (enemy) is 
about to attain the Nrpakrsta then he should be captured by an 
immediate attack, for by so doing N^akrsta can be smashed. 

Manu (says) : 

55-56. “O best of die kings, when, to one 
member of the force, be it the elephant or the 
horse, an obstruction has occurred and that has 
^ven rise to Vakada, tlien admit that Vakada and 
do not remove that obstruction ; and as long as the 
king is in obstruction do not attempt the NrpakrsW’. 

From these words (we arc to understand that) if the Vakada 
arises after the obstraction of the elephant or the horse (and at 
this time three things are practicable) : the capture of two pieces 
by one, the removal of the obstruction and the effecting the Vakada 
then one should effect the Vakada and not the removal of the 
obstruction ; but when the king has been obstructed that obstruction 
should be removed ; otherwise the king being captured the 
Nrpakrste is lost and only sin is incurred. 

So (says) Vyasa : 

57- ''If the Vakada arises at the time of the 
Utha— ” 

• « 


53. The form ^uUiit^ is probably made up of u\ha and ita and as 
uUm is equivalent to utthana the word means utthita ^arisen’. The sense of 
the two passages is not quite clear. 

55. Vakafla is possibly a short form of vaka(la-vaka([i (See 
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The prohibition in the Mc^ika is (as follows) : 

58. “If one’s own king is indeed (hhdlu) 
captured by an ally when the two other kings 
(the enemy and his ally) are in himd, it is a usdess 
affair ; even if the Vakada is declared, it cannot be 
effected”. 

When the two kings are indeed {I'hnlii) in hand and an 
ally has captured one’s own king for I’epelling an entrance (of 
the enemy) and has afterwards ^ven it back, then he cannot 
capture that king (again). For, that would be a useless affair 
(mlmiriarn). It is to be luiderstood like this. The word mlnamara 
is dialectal and ends in a. 

And in the Catuyniiyapadilhati, too, 

59. “A pawn when it I’cacbes .at the end (of 
its domain) any square except that of king and 
the one at the corner, then it carries the weight of 
a piece originally occupying that square, and the 
Satpada (occurs)”. 

This has the name of the Satpada. Kodhahahi means a piece 
(hala) in a .square {l-o^ha). 

Yama prohibits thus, thus : 

60. “A pawn when it is not in its proper 
[taim (po.sition ?) shoidd not be captured. If, 
howevei’, it will be in its iiati'x then, O king, 
an intelligent person should carefully capture it. 

61. But if there be .any (chance oQ attack 
from the enemy then the pawn should not be 

.allowed to enter. [According to Gautama it 

] should be known as having lost its life”. 

58. The word mma-mara means (literally) *the killing of lish\ Now 
for a Brahmin killing fish is a useless affair for in ancient times he could 
not eat it without endangering his social position. Compare with this the 
word jhakhmim («Skt. jhasa-man) also meaning an useless venture. 
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From these words we are to understand that a pawn not 
within its pcUra does not deserve to enter one’s court. But when 
it is with its pcHra then it should be made to lose its life by 
one stroka 

As an exception (to this) Gautama says : 

62. "O king, there would occur no Batpada 
for the pawn, if by the king or the elephant the 
same (Ba^ada) has been obstructed. 

Yama (says) : 

63. ‘‘If there is a pawn in the seventh square 
due to ten, then (the pawn which is already 
in that square and the one which is going to 
capture it) will strike each other (and of tlie two 
stronger one) killing easily the weaker one.” 

From the aboA'e words it is to be understood that the pawn 
which on account of a throw of ten is liable to occupy the seventh 
square cannot enter (the enemy’s place). In case of entrance 
there is a mutual clash. 

64. “0 Yudhisthira, according to Gautama, 
one playing only with three pawns can never 
attain the Batpada”. 

An exception to this has been made by Rsya^mga. 

65. If in playing the Caturanga one has 
been reduced to the position of having only a 
boat and a pawn, then that pawn is called the 
Gadhavatt. [The position of the king and the 
comer square can be assailed by this Ga^hs]. 

By ‘positions such as the king’s and the comer position’ 
it is to be understood that the pawn before the king’s square 
and at the corner square, is fit to enter. 
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66. “When, O king, he attains both the 
Satpada and the Caturaji, the Gaturaji will have 
to stand and not the Satpada”. 

The same thing occurs in the Gaturahgapaddhati. 

Vyasa (says) : 

67. “When a player has no piece in hand or 
in the held then there will occur the Kakakastha. 

The Raksasas say tliat there is no victory or defeat 
to be decided for him (who has attained the 
Kakakastha).” 

On attiiining the Kakakas&a one should make bimaplf 
purihed by bathing. 

Agastya (says) : 

G7a. “O king, if the Kakakastha will occur 
then one will liave to bathe.” 

For the loss of the family or clan one should be censmed and 
hence this bathing has been prescribed. Three baths are necessary, 
for they only are fit to take away the sin. This has also been said 
by Vyasa in the Hharata. 

68. “0 Yudliiijtliira, when the Kakakasflia 
arises at the time of the Hirnhasana then the latter 
should be reckoned and not the former.” 

From the above woixls of Agastya it is to be understood 
that if at the time of the Entrance there should arise the 
then the 8imhasana(?) should be reckoned and not the Kakakastha. 
The same (rule occurs) in the Gaturahgapaddhati also. 

69. “When one’s own boat has brought 
together the four boats including itself in the four 
positions above one’s sitting place then it will be 
called the Brhannauka.” 

67. We do not know how I^k^asas appear here. The traditional 
story that Ravana’s wife was the inventor of the chess has probably some- 
thing to do with this introduction of Rak§asas, 


[ u 1 

From the abQve words of VySsa we are to understand that 
a player, by whose boat the Brhannauka is effected, will possess 
the four boats, but this is not so. 

70. “The four boats will be his by whom 
they will be cariied per force near his own 
position. This has been the tnidition.” 

From these traditional {miUh) words we are to understand 
that one who can carry (the boats) per forc'c will possess the boat 
But this is not a liard and fast iiile but depends on the option 
of the player. 

71. “When the three boats are in hand 
and the enemy Las tiken the I'emuining one, then 
the Naukakrsta is hoid to occur. In this case one 
should take tliis boat per lorce”. 

And Yama too (says) : 

72. “When the two boats of one’s own are 
in hand and in the field then the (boat) harmed 
by the enemy as well as the Nakadi should be 
brought over by him(?)”. 

Here too a fruitless venture {mlrn[]}a]uiara) is noticed. 
The same is the rule in the ('(liuruhija^paili^hati. 

Pitamaba (Brahma) says : 

73. “O the great king, two strokes ean 

proceed from one piece. one’s own piece 

is called the AghaLagliata(?).” 

Yoma, too, says : 

74. “When two pieces are obstructed by one 
piece then it is called the Aghalaghata. In such a 
case one should play after proper deliberation”. 

‘These words of Agastya are to be considered by the wise’. 
From this dictum we learn that when one’s opponent captures one’s 
two pieces by means of one piece, then the situation is called the 
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AghalagliSta. The wise are to think out what they should play 
in this case. The Mithils school too do likewise. 

In the MciU^ (occurs the following) : 

75. When an (enemy) king is bent on 
making an entrance (to one’s court then) the wise 
should obstnict him and in case of his entrance he 
should be captui'ed carefully in all cases (saroatah). 

In the above rule of Vyasa by sarmtah (in all oases) we are 
to understand that even by the forces of the ally he should be 
captured. 

According to the (current) usage, the pieces of the ally of tlie 
king, wlien enlowHl (one’s court), should be moved by his enemy 
and the die will also be cast by him. 

Vyasa (says) : 

76. O the virtuous Yudhisthira, the forces 
of the ally of the enemy who has entered (one’s 
court) should not l>e captuied but he should l)e 
m:u1e to divert- If any fool will capture them 
th(‘n his association should be avoided. 

Fn)m the.se words we are to understand that when the 
enemy king has enteml (one’s court) his allied force should not 
be captured. One should move tlie enemy’s forces as one’s own ; 
but if die latter’s forces are for capturing (one’s own forces) then 
that should l)e avoide<l. This is to he understood (as a rule) at the 
time of the Catuiiijl. There should he (state of impurity) 

when the Simliasana and the Catuiuji have been disturbed. 

Maliamanu (says) : 

77. When the king has moved to the fifth 
place and tlie pawn has been captui'ed in the 
Satpada, then, O king, therc will he a state of im- 
purity ( agauea ) if die piece concerned was 
moved under compulsion. Hence after the two- 
fold movement the victorious party should cap- 
ture the enemy’s forces. 

0—4 
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ProtthUe r^jni means ‘when the king has entered (one’s court).* 

78. Entering the fifth place too is called the 
Siiphasana by the wise. The four kings at one’s 
own place is called the Caturajf. 

These should be understood from the words of Yajnaviilkya. 

79. Listen to me, O tlie great king, the 
results which will come out from tlie entrance or 
the capture of the king. One will be in a state of 
impurity (agauca) as long as one will not move 
one’s pieces. 

If at the time of attempting entrance it is disturbed then he 
will be in a state of impurity ({tsaiica). But when one of the pieces 
has been moved then tliere will be an end of tlie impurity (amuca). 

In the Yamala occurs the following : 

80. The king who is willing to enter, should 
enter (the enemy’s court) ; he should not run away 
when obsti’ucted. These are the words of (fai’ga. 

In the Mahd,t>harata ocrure Ibis prese (passage) : The king 
willing to enter should enter (the enemy's (*ourt) and be should 
not run away. Bliould be run away tliere would be a sin due to 
the disturbance of the entrance. The Mithila school would run 
away in sudi a case ; but this is their error. The same rule occurs 
in the Gaturaiiga-iiafhlhati, as well. 

81. When the Simhasana and the Catumjl 
occur in one’s own place then the king should be 
prote(!ted even at the cost of the elephant. 

The particle ra in the above (original) lule denotes pres- 
cription. 

From the above words of Vyasa it follows that at the time 
of the Simh^ana and the Catiiiaji the king should be protected 
at the risk of all the forces including the elephant, even. 

In the Gaiurahga-padilhnH it has been laid down that the 
two kings should be protected ; but ‘this is a mistake of Mii^ra, 
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says Guracara^- In fact, according to that policy, tlic person 
who is going to attain the Caturaji should see to tlic protection of 
his king. For, otherwise, should he move the king from his own 
place after an attack, he would incur a sin. 

The grandfather Manu says : 

82. O tlic best of the kings, at the time of 
the Simhasana, the Caturaji and the Kakiikastha 
tlie foives, even when they attack (him), should 
not l)e killcHl by the king. 

The word rajhiiJi, iia /mabf )’//«)» in the original means by 
the king are not to l)c c<iptiu*ed. Or that they say tlmt ‘the king 
should be protected at the sacrifice* of all the foiws even of the 
elephant’ means that in their opinion the enemy king should Ikj 
saved even at tlie expense of the thice ele])hants. (Jt is) not so. 
By ca[)turiiig him the expected C’atumji of one’s king is disturbed 
and a great fault occurs. 

In the Bhai ato occurs the following : 

83. In Ciist* of an attack, O best of the kings, 
one should not move the king. The wretch who 

will do this will lay down for him. This 

is true, true and again true. This is the word 
of Vyala (Vyasa ?) 

This is due to a gmit fiaidt for the disturbance of the Simha- 
sana and the Caturaji. The same rule occurs in the Gaturahga- 
IKuidliati. 

The same has been the dictum of Vyasa : 

84. If, O Yudhisthira, the obstruction of the 
king iuid the elephant can be broken through by 
a piece then the wise person should remove the 
obstruction of the elephant 

When the king and the elephant have been obstructed and 
only one piece at a time can be made free from this obstruction 
then the elephant should first of all be made free. This presoiption 
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in favour of the elepliant is due to its being a major piece. The 
MithilS School do not act like this. Tins, Gumcarana says, is a 
defective procedure, when the obstruction has been removed (?). 

85. Whenever there is any want of position, 

O Yudhisthira, one should then put one elephant 

against another. 

Moreover, 

86. If at the time of the entrance there 
should occur an obstruction then one should apply 
the Dhedi (?). This has been laid down by 
Gautama. 

If at the time of entrance the king of a person and his two 
elephants are obstructed then he should apply the Dhedi for the 
disturbance of the entrance. These are the woi'ds of Gautama. This 
view is not approved by Yyasa and others and not by us nor by 
the Mithila School and in the Lkitiminya-ixuldhati of Misra. 
Hence it should be cousideitH.! a speciality of that muni (Gautama). 
The same is the rule at the time of the Caturaji according to Guru- 
cara^. In fact, there are two views. As regiuxls the game the 
players follow whatever pleases them. 

Jabala too (says) : 

87. Never, O Yudhisthira, sliould the 
elephant be placed against another elephant but at 
tlic time of the entrance and the Caturaji this rule 
may not be observed. 

The exception provided for in the case of the entrance is 
meant for the disturbance of the Caturaji by the rival player. 

88. One should capture a piece of the 
enemy whenever one gets an opportunity. But 
when two pieces are available for capture one 
should capture one at the left. 

The same rule has been laid down in the Caturamga- 
paddhati. 

89. On capturing a king of the rival near 
one’s own king wise men should bring about 
the Vaka^a capturing hu alUed king. 
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Thin is to be understood from the words of 'Ya(Ja)baIa. 

Yama (says) : 

90. After capturing a king, be he an enemy 
or an ally, one sliould not oaptui'e, if the Nipa- 
krsto is expcicted, an (enemy) king even when he 
is open to eapture. 

This is die instruction of Vyasa when one’s own king is 
near it. 

From the above words we are to understand if one of the 
enemy kings hits lieen captured and one’s own king is near at hand, 
then for the sake of the Ni^akrshi that may occur, one should not 
captui’c, even when the cajiture is possible, the king of the enemy 
or the ally. Misra too supports this view. 

Yajaavalkya says : 

91. When the utha (?) has occurred for the 
break up of the Nrpakrsta then the wise men 
shouhl braik it up. O Yudhisthira, this time 
one should not effect the utha- 

From the.se words, it is meant that wlien once for the break 
up of the Nipakrste, has oaairred the uth^ at that time the 
break up of the Nrpakrsta should lie effei*ted. In the (hliiravgor 
paddhdti, too, ‘that from which it is carried(?)’. Mi^ra too says 
like this. 

92. Tf at the time of the obstruction of 
major pieces some piece of the enemy is available, 
then one must remove the obstruction even at the 
cost of a piece but should not try to capture 
the enemy’s piece. 

In the above dictum of Vyasa the words ‘of major pieces’ 
has a (special) implication. (They imply that) the obstruction of the 
king or the elephant is to be removed and no piece of the enemy 
should be captured. This should be done at the time of the 
entrance and after the Gatutajl. 
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93. O king, one should not phiy till then 
and one should not cast (ill after the ntha has 

occurred but when many have been obtained, one 
should miike the utha but should not (any moi'e) 
cast a throw. 

From the above woi^s, it is to be understood that one slioiild 
effect the utha and not go on playing. This should be the players’ 
conduct at the time of the cnti'ance and the Catuifiji. It is to be 
known that there is no such nile in other occasions. 

Jal)ala (says) : 

94- When tlie utha Ijccomes due, then one 
should begin the second throw. After moving one 
piece to anotlier place one should captuie that 
piece by one. After making the utha one should 
play for another throw- 

95. Tlien one should know this to Ikj the 
Tlioka. The persons knowing the Hastra know 
the game to l)e like this. 

(In place of the reading ‘knew’ — riilntf) there is a variant 
like ‘say’ {joguK). 

96. When the Tlioka throw has ballcn (for 
the enemy) then, O king, one should offer one’s 
pieces to him. Bimilar should be tlie proeetlure, 

O Yudhisthira, even when utha has not been 
uttered. 

From these words of Vyasa we are to undersbind thiit when 

one throw has been spoilt and two tlirows have been available next^ 

one throw should be utilised by moving one piece to some place 

and then should do the utha* First he should make the utha and 

■ 

should play the other throw. Then it will be the Thoka and the 
piece should be given him. 

Yama, however, says : If the utha has not been uttered when 
tlie same has taken place it wUl be the Thoka. Mi^ra too agrees 
with him. 
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97. If two pleoos of die utlia are to fall in 

two throws, then they should lie captured by every 
efTort and the u^a will be accomplished by the 
rest. 

From these we are to understand as follows : As there being 
an aiatica upon a previous asaiiea and the latter not lieing heavy 
one stands purified from it, in a similar manner if any major 
piece exists alrCiody then the utlia is to be accomplished by the 
same piece. 

But Vyasa says in die MaSii3>a, Unit when the king has 
entered the Gadya (?) and an utha piece exists in the square of the 
entrance then that piece should not be captuml. But should there 
be any other piec'e thei'c then tluit should be killed. By ‘another 
piece’ we mc'an the piece of the utha. 

Yama (says) : 

98. If in the square of the Himhasana there 
is a piece of the utha then on capturing it one 
should not inuk(‘ tlu' entrance. 

From this it is to be undtTstood that the same piece sliould 
not he captured. 

{19. Should there he any other piec*e, that 
should be captured. 

This is implied : 

1(10. An expert should play moi’e than ten 
ilnn4nfi (=four hours). O king, he should make a 
throw of dice which is «dled a 

Then uttering, victoiy to Raghmiatha, victory to Balarama, 
one should say ten-two, five, four-five .... three, five-three, etc., 
words denoting these numbers in the text are dialectal. 

131. After the break up of the game, O king, 
one should count up these pieces. 

Leaving aside his own pieces he should reckon his victory. 
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FVom these words it is to be understood that one should 
make a reckoning of the victory after leaving one’s own pieces out 
of calculation. 

One should mark the dice with five, four, [ three ] two etc. 
For the understanding of the dullards I make it clear. Hence, one 
should not laugh at me, for this seemingly superfluous description. 
If in this game there will arise any confusion over rules of the game 
then wise people should look thoroughly over the matter and give 
a decision. A dedsion should he given by the wise after ciitidsing 
the rules made by inuitis. The some instruction has been giving 
by Vyasa too in the Caturahga-paddhaii. 

102. He who plays tliis game daily in this 
manner, O king, to liim, fear from enemy does not 
occur. 

103. Those persons who praise this game 
attain the merit of atjuta horse-sacrifices. 

1 04. Formerly it was played by Indra who 
attained great fame. Thereafter, O son of KuntI, 
the wise people play it. 

105. That foolish |)ei*son who plays this 
game not according to rules coming from the 
mouth of Vyasa shall have disease, want money 
and grain, and meet with difficulty, death and 
imprisonment. 

From these wonls, it is clear that any one, who plays the 
game otherwise and does not realize the folly, will suffer like this. 

106. O the great king, through the merit 
obtained from tliis, Dadhld obtained victory. 

Hence, you play the same and make fortune 
awaiting your sons and grandsons. 

‘From this’ means ‘from this game.’ 

107. Those persons, who play this game, O 
Yndhisjhira, will have in their house an allround 
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